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AVIEW. 


Of the Whole 


CONTROVERSY 


BETWEEN THE 
Repreſenter and the Anſwerer. 


HE Repreſenter was loth to part with 
his Anſwerer without asking him in civi- pepy, ,.v. 
lity how he did : Now from fo civil a per- 
ſon, I may, for ought I know, have the 
| courteſy of a turn or two, for asking ; 
which if he will allow me, I ſhall at laſt deſire a word 
or two with him before we part, and that chiefly, in crui- 
lity to ak him How He does? I would intreat him to 
go back with me as far as to 4 "_-_ Miſrepreſented 


. and Repreſented , that we may ſee how matters have 


been carried all along, ſince that Book gave occaſion to 
this Controverſy. How I ſhall ſpeed in this Requeſt, _ Pap. 
is hard to fay, for 'tis a favour that his Second Adver- 12g. © © 
fary did not obtain, who fairly led the way, when the 

Walk was not quite fo long as it is grown ſince, But 

with, or without his Company, this is the wayT muſt 

needs go; and becauſe I will not do it, without giving 

the Repreſenter a Reaſon, 'tis this: I hope to fat 

B 


ew 


Reply, p- 2- 
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thoſe who will go along with me, That he has but jeſted 
all this while; and.( to make his words ſpeak truth 
for onee ) has paſſed over all his Adverfaries Anſwers 
with a light touch (moſt of them with none at all) and 
the moſt Artificial way of replying, with ſaying nothing 
to'em, as cay poſſibly be met with. 

It was well done of him to tell the Reader in the 
Title Page of his laſt Reply, That it was a Fourth Viu- 
dication of a Paxil Abewefured &c. for if he had 
not faid fo, really men could not have believed it. 
There were Thirty ſ#ven double Characters of a Papift 
laid down with ſolemn order in the firſt Book, to tell 


_ the World what he is by ns falſly faid to be, and what 


he is truly in himſelf: And this later Chgrafer was 
fortified with ſuch Argurhents to juſtify his Faith and 
Practiſe, as could be had. - What now is become of all 
this 2 What faies the Fourth Vindication in defence of 
any one particular Complaint, Repreſentation, or Ar- 
gument 2 Why not a word that I can find, utleſs it 
be where he barely asks, What we think of Praying to 
Tmages, and of ſome few other things, and of more 
than he would ſpeak of, which and charged upon the 
Charater of a Papiſt "I ented, He puts theſe 
Queſtions ſhortly and confidently, as if nothing had 
been yet faid to any of them. And: his behaviour 
would almoſt perſwade a man, that his double Cha- 
racers were yet to be conſidered, and his Reaſons 
yet- to be Anſwered. So one would think indeed by 
comparing his firſt and laſt Books together, without 
obſerving what has come between them ; or, at leaſt, 
that the Cauſe is dropt by one Side, or the other : And 
tet him- that thinks ſo, think fo ſtill; for that is the 
plain Truth of the Caſe, which I ſhall make out by an 
Argument that will do the buſineſs to the — 
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-of all men but the Repreſenter ; and that is, That Ze 

hath dropr it. | 
This 1 ſhall doin the Fir place, if it be but to try 

whether he will take notice of it in the beginning of 

this Anſwer, tho he would not beſtow a word upon it, a,cy. © p.. 

when he found it at the end of another. Pror. p. 125, 
And perhaps, now. that the length of this Contro- 

verfy, together with the windings and turnings of 

the "A ey has made it ſomething uneaſy to be 

comprehended ; it may not be ungrateful to thoſe that 

have concerned themſelyes in it, to have ſome gene- 

ral proſpe&t of it, all at once before them ; which 1 

ſhall make as ſhort and as eaſy as I can, in going 

* through the ſeveral Books that have been written in 

this Cauſe, ſince the firſt. 


The Firſt Anſwer to the Repreſcnter. 


| HE firſt Book & called eh dA yr be : 
| ranes aud Prattices of the Churth of Rome Anſwer to Int 
truly | wa in fig the Learned Author, *94udion. 
hwvlng Fe made ſome Exceptions againſt the Repre- 
fenter's way of proceeding in his double CharaQers, 
went -0n.to examine his Chares que? < Jar) 
Rucſhon was particularly and exa ted, 
= ho enſe of the Church of Rome about (it was 
ſhewn, by the Necrees of the Trext-Council, or theif 
'. Raman Catechiſm, ar their Publick Offices, and their 
maſt approved Divines and. Caſuiſts, as the matter 
required. This was , done Very diſtiatly pany 
hs whole, my Where be: faw cauſe to correct the 
ſtate of the Queſtion; | ue he. cader might ſee the 
grounds of every _—_ arge, that we and —— 
2 a= 
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Fathers have laid againſt the Church of Rome. And 
thus, by the way, all the falſe colours of the Repreſenter 
were taken off, where he thought it for his purpoſe 
to lay them on too Foul on his Miſrepreſenting, or too 
Fair on his Reprefenting ſide. 

But this was not all; for whereas the Repreſenter, not 
altogether- truſting to his Arts of Repreſentation, 
thought fit ſometimes to urge, never fail'd to infinuate, 
Arguments in favour of his ſide of the Queſtion ; The 
Anſwerer,withoutomitting any ſhadow of Reaſon offered 
by the Repreſenter, took all his Argumentations, and 
every pretence from: Scripture, . into particular exami- 
nation : I fay, he took them one by one in their place 
and order, and made it appear, that they were very 
faulty ; as we at leaſt thought, and as we may think 
ſtill, for any thing that we have heard to the con- 
trary. | | 
Nay, to give occaſion to a- more perfe& under- 
ſtanding of theſe matters, He took Popery as Repre- 
ſented by the Repreſenter himſelf in one Colume, and 

ve him Our Reaſons againſt it, in another. 

And becauſe,to gain the greater opinion of ſincerity, 
the Repreſenter had with Anathema's difclaimed ſeve- 
ral points, which, as he faid, are imputed to Papiſts 
by. Proteſtants ; the Anſwerer conſidered him here too, 
very particularly, and ſeemed to diſcover inſincerity 
in the Repreſenter, even where one would be-moſt apt 
to believe. him to be in =u_ earneſt. | 
 Toall whichT muſt add, That this was done through- 
out with that Calmneſs and Moderation, that his Ad- 
verſary did not think fit to diſſemble it. So that this 
Book wanted nothing to make it deſerve a fair and full 
Reply, or at leaſt ſome honorable ſort of Conceſſion, 
That the Subje&t would not bear it. | 


Far 
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For ſurely no Method of Anſwering the Repreſenter 
could be more.. Compleat, Honeſt, and Manly, than 
this was ; nor ſerve better to put all thoſe, for whoſe 
ſake Books are written, into” a way of judging what 
Popery indeed is, and whether- we have rightly con- 
demned it or no, if they were not already fatisfied in 
theſe things; eſpecially becauſe all was done with that 
plainneſs and perſpicuity, that if the Diſcourſe was in 
any particular greatly defeCtive, it could not but be ob- 
vious to an Adverfary, that was, it ſeems, thought a 
fit Perſon by his Superiors , to Repreſent Popery to 
this Kingdom, and to defend it againſt this Church. | 


y —— 


T he Firſt Reply of the Repreſenter. 


TFT O.; this Anſwer the Repreſenter publiſhed a Reply 
under the Title of RefleFions upon it. Now did 
he-in theſe Refleions .undertake to ſhew from Point 
to Point, That the Anſwerer had without cauſe correQ- 
ed either the Miſrepreſenting or the Repreſenting Side, 
where he undertook to corre& -them 2 Did he, as the 
Anſwerer has done before him, take the Queſtions in 
their Order, to examine how they were ſtated, and 
where need was, did he pretend to ſfate them better 2? 
Nay,. Did he bear up fairly to any one point of Repre- 
ſentation. that his Adverſary thought fit to alter, and 
try by the force of his Learning to. reduce it to what 
it.was. when he left it 2 No truly, his mind did not 
ſerve him, for ſtating of Queſtions. 

But did he not ſtand. up in defence of his Anathema's 
which his Anſwerer — without giving Rea- 
ſons for it, with Art and Sophiftryz No, he did not fo 


muchas offer at it... 
| What 
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What then was the buſineſs of his Refle#ioxs > Did 
they turn upon our Reaſons againſt Popety as Repreſented 
by the Repreſenter 2 No ſure ; Nor was it likely that he 
ſhould be forward to anſwer our Arguments, that had 
no Fancy todefend his own. Ep | 

What ? Did he not betake himſelf to make good his 
own particular Arguments in behalf of Popery, againſt 
his Adverfaries Anſwers 2 Nothing leſs, 1 aſſure you ; 
he did not take care ſo much as of one Argument be- 
longing to any one point, but fairly left them all to 


take their Fortune : Is it not enough for a man to br 
ments, but he muſt be troubled to defend them? 
Well ; From this time forward, the Repreſenters buſi- 
neſs was not to Diſpute, but to Repreſent, But was it 
ſo from the beginning * The Repreſeurer indeed has 
ever.ſince ſo vehemently difclaimed Diſputing, that per- 
haps he only Repreſented at firſt. 'Let us chaches 

try that a little. | 

Were there not three Arguments for YVeneration of 
Images, and for Praying to _— Were not Moſes, Job, 
wow F's the Romans, the Corinthians , the Epbefrans, 
and almoſt every fick Perſon that defires the Prayers of 
the Congregation, engaged one way or other 2 Did he 
not argue for Tranſubſtantiation from our Saviours 
Words, from the Power of God , from the incompe- 
tency of Seyſe and Reaſon to judg in this, no leſs than 
in ſome other caſes? 1 think this is Diſputing. There 
were three Texts of Scripture to juſtifie the Reftrain- 
ing of Chriſtian people from reading the Scripture. And 
if they are not vaniſhed -out of 'the Book, there are 
about ſeven Reaſons for Communion in one Kind : The 
12h *Chapter of the 24 Book of Myccab. was' onee 
thought one' good Authority for the Doctrine of Pur- 
gatory ; and St. Matth. 12. 32, another ; And a litre 
pretencg 
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retence of Antiguaty there was beſide, and three or 
our more Reaſons for it. ; and in this ſtrain the Book 
went all along : Now thisI ſay, Thoſe Arguments were 
not made by the Av/merer, but they were anſwered by 
him, and ſo wereall the reſt, and now they may go 
ſhift for themſelves. 
And yet this is the Gentleman, who with no ſmall 
opinion of himſelf, takes his Adverfary to task for /et- 


ting his Arguments drop, nay, for not ſaying one word to peg, 
all his own Reaſons preſſed againſt himſelf ; but letting = 


the matter fall very cautiouſly, when it comes to his own 
turn of Diſputing and Defending his own Reaſonings, and 
that too i» a C oe direttly appertaining to our main point 
of Repreſenting , &c. Now this is 4 biting Accuſa- 
tion, if it bea 7rae one ; and before we part, I hope we 
ſhall have a word or two about that. But if it were as 
true, as I am well aſſured 'tis falſe, the Repreſenter, of 
all men living, ſhould have made no words on't ; and 
that not only becauſe himſelt is a moſt notorious exam- 
ple of forſaking his own Arguments in their diſtreſs, 
but becauſe his Adverfary was ſo generous to wink at 
him when he ſtole oft from his Diſputing poſt, upon 
the very firſt attack that was made upon him. Forl do 
not remember that he charges him with this, in ſhew- 
ing the progreſs of the -Controverſie; and indeed , 
conſidering all his other Advantages, there was no 
need of it. So that if the Repreſenter had been con- 
tent, this might have been forgotten ſtill ; but if a 

man ows himſelf a ſhame, he does well to pay it. 
Well, but what went the Refledions upon, all this 
while? By this time Ithink a ſtranger may gueſs the 
Truth, and that is, that the Reflettions were to flut- 
ter-up and down between the Anſwer to the Intro- 
duttion., and the Anſwer to the Book; and to ſettle 
no 


B 
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no where. And now I ſhall give as ſhort and faithful an 
-abſtra&t of them, asI can. In the Anſwer to the In- 
troduction , the Anſwerer declared himſelf unfatis- 
fied with 'the Repreſenters method to clear his Party 
'from Miſrepreſentations ; and particularly , that he 
ſhou!d make his own ignorant, childiſh, or wilful mi- 
flakes , the Proteſtant Repreſentations of Popery, as 
that the Papiſts are never permitted to hear Sermons 
which they are able to underſtand, and the -like. Now 
from'hence the Kepreſenter deſires leave to aflure his 
Friends, that the Proteſtant Repreſentations of Po- 
pery are ignorant, childiſh, or wilful miſtakes. One 
would not have expefted ſo mean a Cavil, fo ſoon 
after he- had promiſed moſt material Points ; But be- 
cauſe I find in his Proteſting Reply, that he is aſhamed 
to own it, I ſhall take oy bor notice of this, than 
to tell him, He ought to have been more aſhamed to 
deny it ; it being ſo manifeſt, that what the Anſwerer 
faid of ſome of his Miſrepreſentations, he applied to a/l 
that hitnſelf calls Miſrepreſentations, that his utmoſt 
Art will never be able to diſguiſe it to any man that 
will take ſo much fruitleſs pains, as to compare the 
places. But to proceed, 


1. Whereasthe Anſwerer juſtly expoſed him for pre- 
tending to draw his Miſrenrelentations exaitly accord- 
ing to his own Apprehenſions , when himſelf was a Pro- 
teſtant ; he now affirms, that he can juſtifie his Pro- 
teſtant Characters of Papiſts , by Proteſtant Books , 
which he names, and out of 'one of them [| Sutcliffs 
Sarvey ) he produces ſome ſharp ſayings concerning 
Popery. Nay, he thinks to defend his Complaints of 
Miſrepreſentation, by thoſe very words of the Anſwerer 


concerning that Popery which the Repreſenter allows. 
We 


TW TY TY” OSS OW oY A 5 I 7 = 6G S 9 9 Few r 


\ AE. © + oaths on, ho 


zetween the Repreſenter and the Anſwerer. 


* we can never yield to it without betraying the Truth, 
renouncing our 'Senſes and our Reaſon , ——_ our Con- 
ſciences, GC. 

2. Whereas the Anſwerer excepted - againſt his Re- 
preſenting Part, wherein he pretends to keep toa Rule, 
"That the Repreſenter ſhewed no Authority that he, 
a private Man, had to interpret the Rule in his own 
Senſe, againſt the Judgment of Great Divines, as in 
'the Queſtion of the Popes Perſonal Infallibility ; and 
agtinſt the Determinations of Popes and Councils, 
as in the Queſtion concerning the Depofing Power, 
The Repreſenter replies, That he followed the Coun- 


- cil of Trent, which he does not interpret , but takes 


in the Senſe of the Catechiſm : That he alſo kept to 
Veron's Rule of Faith, and to the Biſhop of -Condom's 
Expoſition, ſo highly approved by Pope and Cardi- 
nals, &c. As to the Inſtances, having firſt ran to the 
Book for two more, he comes back with them to the 
two that were mentioned, and replies, x. That where- 
as he /imited the power of the Saints to help us to 
their prayers, he followed the Council,-and the Cate- 
chiſm, and the Biſhop of Condom, 2. That he did not 
qualifie the Doftrine of Merit, without Authority, 
d ww it isſo qualified by 7rid. Sef. 6. Can. 26. 3. That 


the Popes Perſonal Infallibility is not determined by 


a General Council. 4 That the Depofing Power was 
never eſtabliſhed under an Arathema, as a Dodtrinal 
Point ; and thoſe two are therefore no Articles of 
Tan, -  - 

3- He makes theſe RefleAions upon the Anſwerers 
proceeding in the Book, That he either x. owns part 
of the Repreſenters Doctrine to be the eſtabliſhed Be- 
lief of the Church of _—_— : Or, 2. Does without 

good 
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good' Reaſon deny part' of it to be the Doctrine of 
the Roman Church , appealing from the Definitions of 
their Councils, and ſenſe of their Church, either to ſome 
Expreſſions found in old Maſs-Books and Ritugls, &c. 
Or to ſome external Aftions, in caſe of Reſpet ſhewn 
to Images and Saints, as Bowing, Kneeling, &c, Or 

P. —_ firally, to private Authors, Upon which follows a 

; grievous Complaint of Miſrepreſenting upon the laſt 
account, 

4. From hence he goes back -to the Anſwer to the 
Introduttion, where he was charged for ſaying, That 
the Popes Orders are t0 be obeyed, whether he be infal-. 
lible or not : From whence 1t follows, That Papiſts 
are bound to Aft, when the Pope ſtall require it, accord- 
ing to the Depoſing Power. He replics, That he gives 
no more to the Pope, than to Civi] Soveraigns, whoſe 
Authority is not ſo abſolute and unconfined, but to ſome 
of their Decrees, there may be juſt exception, 

P. 16. 5. From hence -he flings again into the middle of 
the Book, and blames the Anſwerer tor ſcouting amongſt 
the School-men, till the Queſtion about Diſpenſations to 
Lye or Forjwear , was loſt ; and that-he offered no 
proof, That tlie Diſpenfeng Power was to be kept up as 

'a Myſtery, and not ood but upon weighty Cauſes. Then 


P. 15, 16. 


/ 


oy? he leaps mto'the Chapter ot Purgatory, and affirms, 
''7* ' That St. Perpetua's Viſion is not the Foundation of 
y is Purgatory, but only uſed by him as a Marginal Citation 


amongſt many others, Then a Complaint of Miſrepre- 
©" ſentation again ; and becauſe Complaints are not likely 
7' t6 convince'us, Let as, ſays he, depend upon an Ex- 
 P. 19, ©"perience; Do but "groe your Aﬀent to thoſe Articles. of 
'" Faith in the very Form and\ Manner, as,1 have, ſtated 
them in the Charadter of a. Papiſt Repreſented, and if you 


are 
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ne” 1h204 Y of bk! PE, 
are nt admitted into our Communion, "['te confeſs that 1 
have abuſed the World. EE 

Thus far the Refle&ions: It is now time to compare 
Things, and to ſee how much of the Cauſe is left 


ſtanding, 
I paſs it by, that the Anſwer to the [ntrodudiny 


fleftions : But this is a ſmall Matter : For, 


1: He has dropt the defence of his Double Charafters , 
his Repreſentations and Miſrepreſentations. For in- 
ſtead of going on with his Adverſary in thoſe 7hirry 
Seven Points, with which himſelf led the way , he 
does nothing but mbble about Three or Four of them, 


. and that without taking potice of the tenth part of 
| What was faid by his Adverſary to fix the true ſtate of 


the Controverſie even about them: He has indeed 
thrown _ four Looſe, General Exceptions' amongſt 
the Thirty Seven Chapters in which the Anſwerer 
Reprelented the ſeveral Doctrines and Practiſes of the 
Church of Rome ; but he has not with any one of 
theſe Exceptions come up fairly to what the Auſwerer 
has faid upon any. one particular Point ; And there- 
fore I add, 

2. That for any thing our Repreſenter has done to ſhew 
the - contrary , 4 Anſwerer has truly Repreſented the 
Dofrines and Practices of the Church of Rome. And 
then we. have great Encouragement to turn Papiſts, 
ſince the Repreſenter tells us, That if the Anſwerer 


bas truly Repreſented the Dottrines of the Church of 


Rome ; He, the Repreſenter, would as ſoon be a Turk as 
a Papiſt. | | 
C 2 3. He 


II 


: a ) 
upon which the Repreſenter ſpent his. main Strength, —— 


is int many moſt material Points untouch'd by the Re- Proeeſt. p.128 
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3. He has abſolutely dropt the defence of all his own 
Arguments, not ſo much as pretending to thew where 
the Anſwers went upon a wrong State of the Quc= 
ſtion ; no, nor trying to reinforce his Arguments, 
where the State of the Controverſie was agreed upon 
on both ſides : Sothat for ought I can ſee, the Repre- 
ſenter fell ſick of his Thirty Seven Chapters all at once, 
both as to matter of Repreſentation and Diſpute.: And 
this I think was pretty well for the Firſt Reply. 


—__— 


CH A —_— > — ——  —— 


The Second Anſwer to the Repreſenter, being 


B 


a Reply to His Refleions. 


UT we are to thank the Refleions for one good 
Thing, and that is for the Anſwer which they 
drew from another Learned Hand, under the Title. of 
a Papiſt not Miſrepreſented by Proteſtants : [n which I 
ſhall make bold to leave out: ſeveral Material Points, 

which the Ayſwerer offered to Conſideration, and *' 
take notice of no more, than-what I think may ſerve 
to ſhew. with what Sincerity on the One Side,. and 
Infincerity on the Other, this Controverſie has been - 
managed. Wherefore, 


1. Whereas the Repreſenter choſe to juſtify his come 
plaints of Miſrepreſentation, not by taking the. firſt 
Anſwerers Repreſentations into examination, but by 
referring us to other Books, and to Suzcliff-s ſharp 
cenſures of Popery ; The ſecond Anſwerer canſider'd 

- that the Repreſenter called the Cenſures which ny 
teitants. 
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teſtants puts upon the Avowed Doctrines and Practi- 

ces of the Church of Rome, Miſrepreſentations : 

which was in the firſt Book diſcernible enough, and 

ſpoken of in the Anſwer to it; but. was fo groſly 

owned in; his ſecond Book, that no man could now 

doubt of it: For he made his A»ſwerer guilty of 
Miſrepreſentation for ſaying, That we cannot yield to 

that Popery which the Reprelenter himſelf allows, with- 

out betraying the Truth, &c. This Anſwer therefore A Papiſt nor 
blames him for putting into the Proteſtant Repre- Miſepr. p. 4 
ſentations of Popery, thoſe faults which we find, and 

thoſe ill conſequences which we charge upon Popery, 

2s if we would make the World believe,. that Papiſts 

think as ill of what. themſelves profeſs and prattice, P. 5. 

-as we do: And much more for putting theſe con- 
ſequences, as owned by Papiſts, in the kront of the 
Proteſtant Characters of them, as if we pretended, 

they were the Firſt Principles of Popery. As for 

the Do&rines and Practiſes of the Roman Church, 

which we charge them with, the Repreſenter gene- 

rally owned them ; but he difowned, as he eafily 

might, the belief off thoſe Conſequences and Inter- 
pretations which we charge upon them, And there= 
fore his putting them into the Proteſtant Characters. 

of a _ , Was his own Artifice of laying the 

fouler colours upon Popery on the one ſide, that it . 
might look the fairer, when he took them off, on 

the other. Now to prevent theſe Deceits. for the 

future, this Anſwer goes through the Thirty ſeven P: 6: to p. 40. 
Articles again, to ſhew under each Head, what we 

charge -upon them as their DoCtrines and Practiles ; 

which is properly matter of Repreſentation : And 


likewiſe. , what we-charge- #pon ſuch - Dottrines and 
Pr a=- 


P. 44, 45: 


P. 45, 46. 


—  — — — + 166” 
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| P. 22, 13. 


A View of the whole Controveſy 


Praftifes , which is properly matter 0: Diſpute : By 
the confounding of which two things, the Repre-! 
ſenter had made a colour for his unjuſt complaints 
of Miſrepreſentation. 

* 2, Whereas he pretended that . he never delivered 
his own private .ſenie and gpinion in Repreſenting 
a Papiſt ; the Anſwerer wa that he certainly 
does ſo, when he determines concerning. Queſtions 


which are diſputed among themſelves, whether they 


be Articles of Faith, or not; and that the Catechiſm 


ray be interpreted by a private ſpirit as well as 
the Council, That Yeron's Rule, had no more: Au- 
thority than the Repreſenter's Charatters, That Bel- 
larmines Controverſies had atteſtation trom the Pope, 
as well as the Biſhop of Condoem's Expoſition; And 
that Canus himſelf, who is referred to by the Re- 
preſenter, acknowledges that the Popes approbation 
is not always to be accounted the judgment of the 
Apoſtolick See. As to the Inſtances, The Anſwerer 
ſhews, r. Of hu limitting the Power of the Saints to 
their ' Prayers ; That no fuch limitation of their Aid 
and Sine to, be. found in the Council ; That 
the Repreſenter would take no notice of what his 
firſt - Anſwerer had faid , to ſhciw that no ſuch limi- 
ration- was intended in the Council or the Catechiſm ; 
And that he did not find. this limitation in the Bi- 


; ſhop of Condom. 2. Of Merit; That the Twenty 


ſixth Canon of the ſixth Seſſion, mentions nothing 
of it; and that it is clear from Chap. 16. of that 
Seſſion, That they make Good works truly and 
properly meritorious of Eternal Liſe, tho they grant 
the Grace of God,” and the Merits of Chriſt, to be 
the cauſe of their own Merits. Finally, That the 
Ans 


: 


between the Repreſenter and the Anſwerer. 


Anſwerer did not Appeal to the Thirty ſecond Ca- - 46. 


non to oppoſe the Repreſenter's Qualification of the 
Dodrine of Merit, and was therefore' unconcern'd in 
his defence of it. 3. As to the Pope's Perſonal In- 
fallibility ; That he Gd it to be of Faith, and makes 
it but a School point ; whileſt there are as many who 
deny it to be a School point, and make it a matter of 
their Faith. That the want of prfetive Determination 
by a General Council,does not prove it to be no matter 
of Faith, becauſe neither the Infallibility of a General 
Council, nor 6f the Church , is poſitively determined 
by a General Council. That if Infallibility muſt be 
ſomewhere amongſt them, they have the beſt Reaſon 


I5 


47, 43. 


that place it in the Pope. 4, As to the depofing Do- Þ. 49. 


arine, the Anſwerer ſhewed largely and <learly, That 
Articles of Faith may be, and have been decreed 


without Anathema's; That the depoſing Decree in- P. 54 


cludes a Doctrinal point ; That if it were meerly a 


. point of Diſcipline and Government, they muſt ei- 


ther acknowledg it Lawful for the Church to depoſe 
Heretical Princes, or conſent that the Church is not 
ſecured from making wicked Decrees, in things that 
concern the whole Chriſtian World. That when the 
Repreſenter ſays, That ſome Decrecs of Trent are- not 
univerſally received, he does not tell us hat the 
Council "had no Authority to make them , and: to 
oblige Princes to receive them. And laſtly, That 


pofing Power to paſs without any cenfure of Hetely, 


 does-.not argue a change of their Dodtrine, but only 


of the Times. | | 
3- To the Repreſenter's RefleAtions upon the Au- 


; ſwerer's way of proceeding, as that xr, Her owns in 


ſome 


 * 


, the Pope's letting ſo many iſſerters of the Ne-de- p. ,, 


P. 59, 60, 61. 


P. 62. 


P. 63. 


P. 63, 64- 


A View of the whole C ontroverſy 


ſome part the Repreſenter's "I x to be the 


eſtabliſhed Dottrine of the Church of England ; The 
ſecond Anſwerer charges him with foul Miſrepreſen- 
tation upon this account, in as. much as the firſt 
Anſwerer owned nothing which is peculiar to the Faith 
of a Papiſt, as diſtinguiſhed frem thr common Faith of 
Chriſtians ; and that the Repreſenter might as well 
have ſaid, That becauſe Proteſtants own that Chriſt is 
to be worſhipped, therefore they in part own 'the Do- 
arine of the Church of Rome, That Chriſt is to be 
worſhipped by Imazes. And this he ſhewed to be the 
very caſe in every one of thoſe ſix or ſeven Points, 
which the Repreſenter only named, but did not think 
fit to inſiſt upon, to ſhew how his Refletion 'was 
applicable to them. 2. And that the firſt Anſwerer 
appealed from the definitions of their Church , &c. 
i. To ſome Expoſitimns found in old Maſs-Books and 
Rituals. This Anſwerer ſays, that he could find but 
one Inſtance of this, relating to the Worſhip of the 
Virgin Mary; . viz. that ſcandalous Hymn, 0 Felix 
Puerpera, &c. But that their Church is accountable 
for her old Miſſals, which were the allowed and 
eſtabliſhed Offices of Worſhip ; That even this has 
never been condemned; but that Monſieur Widex- 
felts Book was condemned at Rome, which was writ 
to bring the people ts a bare Ora pro Nobis, to 
the Bleſſed Virgin. 2. To ſome external Aftion as 
in caſe of reſpet ſhewn to Images and Saints, To this 
the Anſwerer ſays ,- That the Repreſenter brings in 
this Exception , without taking the leaſt notice of 
what his firſt Adverſary faid concerning external 


- Adoration , That it is a part of Divine Worſvip; 


and that the Council of Trent requires it ſhould 
given 


— 
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gn tq Images. He ſhews further, That ſince 
there is 'fach a thing las: external and viſible Ido- 
latry ; an 'dolttrous- aftion is 'neverthelcſs ſuch, P-55- 
for the intention of him that is guilty of it, not 
to commit. Idolatry ; That the worſhip of the In- p. 6. 
viſible Inhabitants of 'the other World, tho with 
ſach external as as may be paid to creatures , 
has always been accounted Religious Worſhip ; 
That as the Degrees of Civil honour are diſtin- 


- guiſh'd by the fight of the Objett; So one certain ,, 69. 


diſtinftion between Civil and Religious is, that 
tlie worfhip of an Inviſible Obje& is always Re- 
ligious ; and that to Worſhip the Image of an [n- 
viſible Being, muſt therefore be Religious Worthip 
alſo ; becauſe 'tis referred to the Prototype. 3. To 
the ſeutiments of private Authors. And here the 
preſent Anſwerer challenges him to give one inſtance 
wherein the Tudgment of private Authors was, as he 
pretended, ſet up againſt the declared ſenſe of their 
Councils an Church : And moreover ſhews what uſe 
was made of private Authors, by particular Inſtances; 
and that ſometimes recourſe is neceſlary to be had to 
them, and to the general practice of their Church, 
to know the ſenſe of: their Church. 

4- Whereas the Repreſenter avoided the charge 
of their being obliged by his DoEtrine to obey 
the Pope, when he commands them to a& in 
purſuance of the Depoſing Power ; by pretending 
that the Decrees of Popes may be excepted againſt 
no lefs than the commands of Civil Soveraigns, as 
the caſe may be. The A»ſwerer does acknowledg p. ;g 
this Reply to be good, if the Repreſenter be ſincere 
in the Application, and will grant the»Depofing De- 

D 


P. 68, 69. 


cree 


t3 


P, 69. 


P. 70. 


4 Vitw of the whole Controverly 


cree to command a Sin ; and that Belarmin and Cans 
were miſtaken in aſſerting, 'That Popes and General 
Councils can meke wo ſinful Deerees relating to the whole 
Church, 

5. To the complaint of diſcourſing upon Diſpen- 
ſations out of the Schoolmen, and bearing the Read- 
er into a belief, that the Diſpenſing Power was kept as 
a Myſtery, to be uſed upon weighty occafions, &c. the 
preſent Anſwer ſaies, That there was reaſon for the 
former, this being one of the Inſtances wherein the 
whole ſenſe of their Church is not 'to be had, but 
from the Practices of Popes, and the Opinions of 
their Great men. To the latter, That their own 
Doftors had declared it, as the Anſwerer had ſhewn, 
before he faid it himſelf, Then as to St. Perpetud's 
Viſion, That if he did not think it gave ſome cre- 
ait to the Doftrine of Purgatory, it was mentioned 
by him to no purpoſe. Finally, to the Repreſent- 
er's Invitation of us to come over to their Church 
upon his Terms, with promiſe of Acceptance ; the 
Anſwerer returns, That he muſt like their Faith bet- 
ter firſt, And certainly the Invitation was ſome» 
thing unſeaſonable, before the Repreſenter had an- 
ſwer'd our Reaſons againſl that Popery, which himfelf 
allows. And thus for the ſecond Anſwer. 


The 


7 
' 
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between the Repreſenter and the Anſwerer. 19 


The Second Reply of the Repreſenter, being 
an Anſwer, to a Papiſt not Miſrepreſent- 
ed by Proteſtants. 


HE ſecond Reply comes forth under the Title 
of Papiſts Proteſting againſt Proteftant Popery. Pap Prot. p.4. 

In which the Repreſenter beginning with a de- 
fence of himſelf as to his conſtruftion of the wi 
ful miſtakes, ( ſee before, p.8. ) which if he pleaſes 
ſhall be forgotten from this time forward :_ falls 
a wondring that there ſhould be ſuch a noiſe about 
expoſing » their Dottrines z0 = view ; declares, 

that tho he. diſcovered what wht, and ſome- P. 5. 
times ſaid briefly , why ; yet he made mot diſputing 
his Buſineſs; and knows not how this ſhould be 
taken as a piece of controverſy againſt the Church 
of England , which he had not charged with Mzy- 
reprefantation , nor any body elſe , but thoſe only 
in general that are guilty. He complains that 
his ſecond Anſwerer makes that which they call 

Miſrepreſentation , to be in afl the A P.s6. 
a Repreſemation of the avowed Doftrine Pra- 
Alice of the Church of Rome ; and proteſts, That 
hay be guilty of what he ſaies, it cannot enter 
into his thoughts there's any room for it in Heaven. 
For the wery Title of his Book is a condemnation 
4 the Religion to all thoſe horrid ſhapes it has 

eew at. any time expoſed in by the Members of Þ.y. 
the Reformation: And 1o is his pretence, that We 
D 2 charge 


20 


4 View of "tbe whole:Cotttroverſy-  * 


charge Papiſts wich nothing but what they expreſly 
profeſs to believe, and- what they practice. But 
ſince they muſt not learn what Papiſts. believe 
from the Gouncib and” the Catechiſm, but from, the 
Writings and Sermons of Proteſtants; he is reſolved 
to give us a taft” of their way of- Repreſenting 
Popery ; and therefore, LL 

1. He recites ſeveral paſſages wherein Popery is 
Miſrepreſented, as he will have it,. out of. a Book 


: of John, ſometmme- Lord, Archbiſhop of- Tork, and 


P,9g. to p. 17. 


P, 13, 


P,; 20, 


a- Book 'of ,Dr. Reard, and. Sutcliffs Survey, and the 
Book of Hemikes, ' And - in, concluſion : he: tclls us, 
That this is the Proteſtant Popery, which ſince 
he proteſts againſt no leſs than the Anſwerer, 
Proteſtants and: Papiſts may. now go ſhake hands; 
and What » peſibilzty, is, there» of farther divi(ions 8 
But if this. be intended :for a true \Repreſentatiog 
of Popery, Roman C atholicks ſuffer under the great- 


eſt injuſtice imaginable, And then follows a ve-. 


hement expoſtulation againſt. the iniquity of. ſuch 
Miſrepreſentation. And whereas the ys un bla- 
med - him for putting into. . the Proteſtant Cha- 
racer of « Papi, thole, ill. conſequences we charge 
upon their Dodtrines and Practices, as if we pre- 
tended that they think of their own . profeſſion 
and practice juſt as we do: He Replies, That this 
is a pretty ſpeculative quarrel, and a quaint conceit, 
.but-Joft, for coming in a wrong place. For the Re- 
preſenter's buſineſs was to draw the Charatter of a 


- Papiſt , as it. lies in the Peopels Heads, who when 


they. hear. one: declaiming againſt Popery, dq not 
diſtinguiſh between Antecedents and Conſequents , be- 
tween the, Doctrine of the Papiſts , and the. fault 
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between he Reproferugr aud +be Anſwerer. 21. 
wollne wntly 3 he hpy ſos waftom down. all in the lump ; and 


mn . anclude them to be 
roman at al kg thay the C hymiſts, and 2hat in 
ſubtle DiſtinCtio s they are ab to out-do Ariſtotle him- ** 32: 
elf. Lok si-;thort , whas h he {; avs with much circum- 
no | tle cqnten xrment, for four Pages to- 
11 3nd/tis.all chathe thinks fit to return, to, his 
pt Wy dſinSegt between matters of Re- 
reſentation and of Diſp te,through all the Particulars: 
or though he. confetles 'tis, Learnedly done, yet the 
almoſt. #qrty P Kenaboy it, might. have been ſpared, 
becayſe this Di Aim Js not t0 be fowtd. in the Notion P. 22. 
the people have f 294k 
For the .reſt; about his denying the Belief of our 
Interpretations, ang, the two other Particulars, p. 2.4, 
They. are, ſo lytlst9. the Purpoſe, that-I can afford 
them yo Try in this his At ſtradt;; and he that will 
not take:my «Word for is may go to the Anſwet 
to Pap. Prot. p. 20, 21. and there fatisfie himſelf; _ 
- 2» Tohis Adverfaries Queſtion, Whether the Ca» 


toehifer 9 .nat. be\expounded by a, private Spirit, 
as well 4s the e Councel.?2 He lay S, Thus a Queſtion OK 
full © ohfutation . of- the Refiefer. 'To the 


9, 1; 4, 
Felt eſtimony. ſl Canus, That that is not to be accounts 


ed.the Fudgmeut of the Apoſtolick See, which is givey 
only by by - the. Biſhop of A grevtey, s mace? ly, 
and ny deratefy, &c... He. That fo fieve: P. 256: 
end. an Authorkty, as that of, ofthe Bilep. of Cond 

i9.not to be thus overt Airs 1Nce Dafiiee oh wi 
examined with: all due De Lberation. approved with all 
Solemnity, &ic. and recommended .by his Ebolineſs 


be. ans hy. all the, Faithful : \Ipon which, occaſio 
oe puts himſelf. POS: ſome Heat, 7; we, who. wo 


 P; 26,5** + 


25 


P. '28, 2g. 


P. 30, 


"P. 30, 3l 


A View of the whole” Controverſy 


teſt | againſt their Religion” ſhould | e to wnder- 
land it better than a Catholict Prelate eminent is 


- the Church, &c. and than thoſe who depend upon 


it for their Salvation. As to the Inſtances ; and x. Of. 


the Twvacation of Saints , he fays ; Their Aid and. 


Aſiſtance is limited to their Prayers, by the Biſhop 
of Condom, and cites the place ; but to 'what his 
Adverſary. faid. concernihg the Intention of the 
Council, and of the Catechiſm in this Matter, he 
fays nothing. The Inſtance of Merit he paſſes by : 
But 2.d!y, and, 34ly, As to the Popes Perſonal Tu- 
fallibility, 'and the Depofing Power , he tpleads the 
Authority of the Biſhop of Condom, that they are 
no more than matters of Schoot-Debate : and, as if 
he had been in good earneſt at firſt, he does again 
promiſe we ſhafl be admitred mto'his Church, with- 
out the belief of. theſe Articles : So that he has 
every way Repreſented the Faith of a Papift aright ; 
and now has found out ſomething in his Adverſary to 
be anſwered with .a ſmile, That a Proteftant ſhould 
underſtand the Faith of a ug better than the Papiſt 
— dry And thus all being Cm the 
Biſhop of -Condow's. Authority, and his own' Propo= 
fal, it was his mere Civility to take any notice .of 


his Adverfaries anſwers to his _—_ about the 


Depofing Power, 65s _ 0 - Anatheena to 
the Decree. And fo hereplies, 1. t every thi 

js not an Article of Fatth, which is declared in a 6 
eral Conncil, withoat an Anathena,. 2.' That to de- 


"cjee what ſhall be done, does not include a Virtual 


Definition of DoCtrine, as he thinks his Adverf: 
nil ſhewed under the next Particitfar, from 
oancil of * the *Apoltles at Zireruſatem, 3. Thi 
: the 
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between the Reprefermer and the Anfwerer. 23 


' the Depoſing Decree dirs not ro/are toi things neceſſa-®- 32: 


ry to Salvation, ior concerns the whete Church, And 
whereas his Adverſaty ithpures rhe Eſtape of: thoſe 
chat oppoſe this Decree , ts a Change of Times, 
and the Popes wan? of Power, le tells tus, Thar Oracirs 
are ceas nowadays. ry 

3. As to YVeneratiow'of Images, he fays, "That al- 


though Atts 'of Honor exprefſed ts any Trage that 


bas Relation ts ſome Hroifible Being, B6 ſuppoſed & Re- 
ligious Honour, yet all religious Acfpott and Efowenr I5P. +2, 
ot ſo a Divine Hononr, as td mak? a God conftruttyue!y 

of the thing to which it is paid ; Otherwiſe Bowing to 

the Altar , and to the Name of Feſas, cannot be 
excuſed; ſince thefe things relate. ro the Twuifible® ** 
param the other World ; nay, All religions 
Reſpett, befides to God, muſt then be conſtrafiirve Is- 
latry : Therefore as the different Kinds and Degrees P. 35. 
of Civil Honour are diftinguiſhed by the ſight of the 
Objects, tho the External ARts ate the fame, fo the 
difterent Kinds and Degrees of Rehgious Honour are 
diſtinguiſhed by the Intention of the Givers, and 

by Circumſtances. He fays further , as to the nn- 
akerablencis of the Nature of Aftions determined by ,, .. 
a Law, That if this makes the Intention of doing to * _ 
evitin Bowing or Kneeling to an Image, mable to 
excuſe thoſe from ſin, who do this forbidden thing ; 

this ſtrikes as ſeverely at Bowing to the Altar, and 
m— to the Sacrament, as at them, ſince the Ati- 

ons forbidden, are the fame part of Divine Worthij 

in both Cafes. Finally, That a Quaker may juſtifieP: 36, 37, 
his Tea's and Nays, by his Adverfaries Rule, That 

no Intention can alter the Natnre of Actions deter- 
mined by a Divine Law, fince it is faid, Metth. 5. 34. 
Swear 


24 +» A Kiewdf:the white: Coitroverſy \-' 


: .1 Swear not atiall, eutdatwonr Communication, ' &c. . Arid 
'now ta\givehimaliatue,ſetting,.afide the: frivolous 
Inſtance of ;the +Rxakery;che has mm this Particular 
come up. fairly;ito his Advertary, and ſaid what: de» 
ſerves to be conſidered.” *Ehen he coneludes with two 
or three Requeſts, which he hopes are not-wunreaſonable.; 
.to which his Adverſary.gaveſuch reaſonable Anſiycrs, 
that we have heard of them no-more ſince that-time, 
[ See An. to Pap. Prot. p. 124; 125.] and therefore 
we have no reaſon to:be troubled with them-here. 

Ang ſo let us now. dme. to a Reckoning, 


. I. Hegrants his Adverſaries Diſtinition throughout, 

© between matters-of , Repreſentation', and matters of 

Diſpute ; which :DiſtinRion , ſince himſelf - did not 

.obſcrye, he either iwanted the Skill or the Honeſty: of 
: a Repreſenter: 1.1 uk : 

2. The Defence of his Argumeut, That the Popes 
-Perſonal-Infallibility is not 'of Faith, frows no General 
.Councit's having determined it, 1s dropt. rt 574-2 

3. He will not be: brought to: ſay, Whether ;the 
Council of 7rent had, or had not Authority to ob- 
lige Princes to receive. thoſe Decrees which are 
not univerſally received ; and fo the Defence, of his 
Lrgnor, from ſome Decrees .not being received, s 
ropt. 


.4. His ſolemn+Cavil, That the Firſt 4»ſwerer own- . 


ed ſome- part of his ( the Repreſenter's ) Doctrine, 
to be the Eftabliſhed Doftrinsbf the Church of England ; 
and his Objection ' againſt hin for appealing zo o/d 
Maſs-Books and Ritual, and that other for appealing 
to private Authors, are all three dropr. 


5. He 
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5. He will not fy thitt the Dertee cont 
mands & Sas 40d 10 his Ds w_ fog eres " apainft 
his firſt  4#/ideref's Charſgt, his Principles 
rnd et AE Pim es Grab attd-, ts aft ace 

to the g Fa#r, 8 dropt. 

6, His com Tpofing agaiafd- His IE Anſidster's 

_ oof $a argon his 


note” we 6. Perpernn's - ave nope: Bet his . 


Invitation of 'y9 to': = (ens 29 the” Chirch of 
fvart upon Mis THrrls, is or dropt ; fot we thank 
wn Span tat ain. 
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The T bird Anſwer to the Reprefenter, PEN 
Atv Anſwer & a Papiſt Proteſtirig a- 
* "gainſk, Proteſtarit Popety. 1 


0: the 6g She ſenter's word& , Thit __ ado 
aauld be made abeat tits Firſt Bedle, the 


Chirac} that *b #1tin Cav w 
ſebvey condarnd to wipe it off ; 
be done withont offence to 
meant 16, (iff the! general 


Arfaderts THes;> That &BVe EA is Ads 4 P. x. 


we eli AP 
vaBheiot. + T6 his 


,corriplaine”: thit' 'the Aſbert®# makes,” Alt" 
which: they eafl 25/r2þre/ertaitdn, th) be al the 


muteriud” porrt't a Repreſantation of” tb" Tubibed © 


Hvine' ani Prallice' of the CButth'of Roti; he 


That hs: fas - done” him all- the ferviee fe ear) 6 
diftinguiſhing* berween” _ amo; Fatt, Qz 
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A View of the whole Controverſy 


. if we charge them wrong, we do indeed Miſre- 


preſent them ; and matters of Diſpute, in which, 
if we ſhould charge them wrong , it is not Mif- 
repreſentation, but merely a wrong Judgment upon 
what they profeſs and praftice. And he had already 
ſhewn, That all matters of | Fatt ( excepting. ſome 


| few points) i the Charatter of a Papiſt Miſrepre- 
ſented, are confeſſed and defended in the Charifer 


of a Py Repreſented. Now Repreſentation or 
Miſreprelentation is properly about matters of Fact. 
But as for the Conſequences we, charge upon their 
Doctrines and Practices, and which were put into 
the Miſrepreſenting Side, to be taken off again in 
the Repreſenting Rite ; they are not matters of 
nt, but of Diſpute. To this purpoſe the 
Anſwerer argues,” leaving the Repreſenter to apply 
theſe pſain things to his ,Proteſtation, againſt Pro. 
ttftart Popery ; which amounts to thus-much, That 
it could never enter. into him, that there ſhould be 
any room for Popery in Heaven ; and that he would 
as ſoon be a Turk as a Papiſt, if he thought as ill 
of, , the confeſſed Doctrines. and Practices .of the 


.; Church af  Rame, as. we.rdo,  Which- would be. a 


wiſe Speech.,no. donbt,. tho we hope a true one. 
E r..the; ref , he: faics, That his Title related only 
to his own Book; and the Book, to the Charafter of 
a* Papiſt Miſrepreſented'; and therefore 'tis hard 
that. - mul be draws in to anſwer for more than, 
he knows ,., eyen for all that any Proteſtant may 
have faid concerning, Papery. fimce the Reformation , 
and he. thinks it ſtrange, that the Repreſenter, in- 
ſtead of defending his own Charatters, ſhould hunt 
about ' for new. Miſrepreſentations for him to Anſwer. 


a4 | For 
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between the Repreſenter ard the Anſwerer. 
For ſince he has allowed the Diſtintion between! 


matters of Repreſentation and Diſpute, and can 'find 
no fault with his Adverfaries performance about 


27 


it ; it ſhould ſeem we are agreed upon the Re- Þ: 4 


preſentation of Popery now at laſt, and therefore 
unleſs he were aſhamed of his own Popery, now we 
had clearly found if, why ſhould he r i from 


that, to new complaints of their being Miſrepre- 


ſented by others ? 
The Anſwerer however was reſolved to ſee what 


occaſion there was for this freſh complaint, 


x. And he ſhews, That if what was tranſcribed P.3, 6,7, 8,9. 


out of the ' foreſaid Archbiſhop. of York's Book, be 
An , it is not a Proteſtant, but a Po- 
piſh Miſrepreſentation : For | the Archbiſhop cites his 
Authors for what he ſaies, tho the Repreſenter tft 
them out ; And this the Anſwerer thought good to 
ſhew from point to point : And concludes, That 
tho every Dottrine found in Popiſh Authors, ought not 
preſently to be accounted an Article of the Romiſh Faith ; 
yet a Church ſo watchful to purge, expunge, and 
cenſure'in all Caſes where her Intereſt' is concern'd, 
is Reſponſible for thoſe Dodtrines, which have her 
Toleration and Licenſe, and which any man 

them is allowed to Teach, 'and to Believe. As for 


Dr# Beard, and Mr. Sutch;ff, he* faies, Thoſe Sayings Þ. ts, 11, 12, 
do not concern Repreſenting, but Diſputing ; and that *3- 
the Repreſenter had unfaithfully concealed, either ' 


their Authorities or their Reaſons, which had made 
the thing plain; or curtail'd their ſayings, as he 
ſhews by ſeveral Inſtarices out of Mr. Sutcliff; but 


that when ſuch 0 are charged upon : 
2 


Popery, 


28. 


P. 14. 


P, 15, 16. 


ig 17, 18, Iy. 
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Popery., it is more to a to Confuts: 
them -, than. to complain of Miſrepreſentation, 
Finally, As to the Book of Howlies, thoſe things: 
which he hath taken out of it, - as the Arfiverer 
tells bim, da no more than ſhew the: Judgment of 
our. Church about the War /hip of - Saiuts- and [mages 
in the Eburch of Rome; in which he cagnet prove 
us to be Mifreprefenters, otherwiſe than, by confuting 
our Arguments ; which yet would but thew thay 
we make a wrong Judgment in- a - matter of Di- 
fpute, not that we Miiteproſent a matiar of Fact: 
Upon this, the Anſwerer ſhews, That Papi/ſts pro- 
16 a8 ce the fame. things that ever they 
did ; and that all this grievous cxy of Mſrepre« 
ſenting, is grounded upon nothing elfe, but a Pro- 
teftation, Fhat they do. not \bekeve' thafe 1ll- things. 
of «heir own Dodtrine and. Practice, which: we: 
do:; which altho it be a-new bufinefs, yeb there 
was. ng Reaſon for it, fince- we never ſaid they 
did, Im the mean time , the Cayſe is the fame: 
that ever it was, which is a ſafkcient Anſwer tor 
all:: that” he. faies of Proteſtants and Papiſts faking 
haijds, &c. And whereas he makes the diſtinQion: 
berween Repreſentation and Diſpute , to: be. a ſpe- 
eylation. above the Vulgar, and ſo. was not to. be 
egardtd by.him. whe drew the Character of a Pa» 
pilk as it lay in the peoples heads ;- 'Fhe Anfierar 
thinks, That he who undertakes to. make Chas 
racers, is bound to conſider what. belongs to. it; 
and: withal, That our people are not fo. filly. as. to 
thipk ( for inſtance ) Lo Papifls believe the Wore 

ip. of  Images:to be Idolatry: ; os that Idolatry: is. 


ſhip. | 
lawful, becauſe they. Worthip. Images; but: that a 
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he wrote his Charadters for the Information of ſuch P. 20. 
Vulgar Heads, as he fancies, he wrote to inform 
that can weither write nor read. 
2. As to his Repreſenting, That he did it not by 
a private Spirit,fince he followed the Catechiſm ; the 


Amſweror had reaſon to ask, Whether the Catechiſm 


may not be interpreted by a private Spirit, as well 
as the Council, ſince their Divines difler in Inter- 
pretation-of both ; and as for the Popes Approbation, þ. ,, 
he faid that Be/larmine's Controverſies had. it, as 
welf-as the Biſhop of Condow's Expoſition ; to which 
dhe Repreſexter would fay nothing ; and he now tays, 
That by Camus his Rule, the ſaid Biſhops Expoſition 
has not the Authority of the Apoſtolick See, unleſs 
the Pope had given Judgment for it ex Cathedra, Þ. 22. 
which rhe I__—- alio would. take no notice of: 
But what he fays further concerning the Nature and 
Deſign of the Approbations given to the Biſhop of 
Condom, I ſhall wholly paſs over, fince it is by this 
time ſomewhat plain, that this Biſhops Authoriry 
has enough to do: to ſhift for it felt, and is not in 
a Condition to ſpare any help to his Friends. As to 
the limiration- of the Aid of rhe Saints to- their 
Prayers, he acknowledges that it is to- be found im, 
the Biſhop of Condom, though he mifled it, becaule ' 
it came not in inthe right place. Bur whereas the 
Rs reſemter juſtifies- his. renouncing the Popes Perſo- 

Iufallibility, and the Depoſons Dottrine, by the: 
Authority of the ſaid Biſhop ; the Aujwerer plainly 
ſhews the Biſhops great Judgment, in having; or- 
dered Matters fe, as to fave Inmfelt boeks with. Pro- 
teſtents, and with: the Pope. To the: Repreſouters 
Second Imvieation; he anfivers, by making this wrt 

PO 


P. 16, 


A View of the whole Controverſy 


' poſal, Whether their Church would refuſe him ad- 


mittance, if he ſhould come in upon Bellarmine's 
terms in theſe Points, which contradict the —_— 
ter's ; though there be no reaſon for this Diſpute, ſince 
as he faid. before, he likes not the Roman Faith as 
the Repreſenter has deſcribed itz Now to his Re- 
plies in behalf of the Depoſling Dodtrine being #o 
Article of Faith, the Anſwerer ſays, 1. That where- 
as the Repreſenter would prove zt was not ſo, becauſe 
no Anathema was fixed tothe Decree; it is ſomething 
ſtrange, that he ſhould now be content to fay, Every 
thing isnot an Article of Faith, which is declared 
without an Anathema ; for this 1s next to a down- 
right Conceſſion that his Adverſary had baffled his 

ment ; and ſhews manifeſtly that he would 
ſeem to fay ſomething, when he knew he had no- 
thing to ſay to the purpoſe. 2. He ſhews that the 
Decree of the Council at Hteruſalem did include a 
Virtual Definition of Doctrine. And 3. That the 
Depoſing Decree concerns the whole Church ; and if it 
be a wicked Decree, that 7t relates tro a thing ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation, by commanding to do that which 
it is neceſſary to Salvation not to do ; and therefore 
he expects the Repreſenters further Confideration of 
his three Anſwers. 

3- Concerning the Worſhip of Images, the Re- 
preſenter bids ſo tair for a Diſpute, that the Avſwerer 
took the occaſion, and examined not only what the 
Biſhop of Condom hath delivered upon it, but the 
ſeveral ways of ſtating it by their Divines ; ſhewing 
that their Images are Prafuwarive: to receive Wor- 
ſhip in the Name and Stead of the Prototype ; that 
in this Notion Image-Worſhip 1s condemned in the 
Scripture, 
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Scripture, and in what the evil of it conſiſted ; a 

more particular Abridgment of that juſt Diſcourſe 

upon this Subject I cannot make , without either 

wtonging the Arſwerer , or detaining the Reader 

here too long ; and thereforeI refer him alſo to the 

Book it ſelf tor an Anſwer to the Charge upon Bow- 

ing towards the Altar, &c. And to the Apology for j; *3; ,.. 
Image-Worſhip, from the Degree of the Honour that ' 

is given to Images: And to the Repreſenters Ob- 

jeckions ainſt that way of diſtinguiſhing Religious 
from Civil Worſhip, by making that to be Relig P- 37, 38,39, 
ons, which is given to the Inviſible Inhabitants of 4* 

the other World ; and likewiſe to the pretended P. 123: 
Parity of Reaſon in the Quakers Caſe. And thus 

much may ſerve for the Anſwer to Papiſts Proteſting 

againſt Proteſtant-Popery. 


LO IT 


The Third Reply of the Repreſenter, in 
Return to the Foregoing Anſwer. 


'* HE Repreſenter finds as little Comfort in 
Protefting, as Diſputing, ando falls to Accom- 
modate the Difference between the Repreſenter and 
the Anſwerer ; and calls his Work an Amicable Ao- 


' commodation. For now he grants the Proteſtants are 


not guilty of Miſrepreſentation in a ſtrift and proper 
Senſe, and is very ſorry that he and his Anſwerer © = 
underſtood one another no better before : He thinks 
indeed it was his 4nſwerer's Fault, not to _— 


P. 3. 


P:. 5 


A View of the whole Controverſy. 


him right at firft; and that if his Book had never 
been Anfwered, the Peace had never been broke; 
but he is ded the Difference maybe yet cone - 
pounded ; For the Calc at. firft was no more. thay 
this, That he. perceiving the Unchriftian | 

which grew in the Vulgar, upon that falieNotion of 
Popery, which our Miſeon/trudtions, &c. had drawn 
in their Imaginations z He, © ſay, Good Man ! No 
keſs in Charity to Proteſtants, - than in Juſtice 1&6 
Papiſts, drew his Double CharaRers, to ſhew how 
Popery is Mifrepreſented. But then comes an Ar 
verfary and ſays, He bas proved that the Chavatter of 
a Papiſt Miſpreſented contains nothing ms it, which ina 


ferift and proper Senſe can be called a Miſrepreſentas 


tiom. Now really be never meant t0' Fight for a 
Word; and had he but imagined, that his Adverſary 
had contended for no more, he would have ſpared 
him the Charges and Sweat of laying down his Proofs 
the ſecond time. - 

Wherefore to end the ſtrife, he ſolemnly declares , 
—_ _=E —_— an fentad, is _- to be 
taken in.its-{trift and.propez Senle,, as Hifrepreſenti 
frenifies only dow right Lying, or kat = 
matter of Fa&, the whole Charatter being not indeel 
ofi this: Nature ; but in its. larger or leis proper Senſe, 
as: it comprebends botly Lyimg, Calummating, Miſ- 
wwerpreving', Reproachmg', . Miſconftruimg , Mif- 
judging; and whatevorelſe of this kind. 

Bur'chatwe may know what a« Lover of Peace 
he. is;, he: muſt aflure the: 4Aſwerer,. That this Con- 


| deſoenfieu \j ey of good: Nature ; for betwioes 
Friends; he 


- be does not think the Antfwerer has — 
awy-bbing that: has the: Face of a-proof, That there yr 
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be no Miſrepreſenting where there is an Agreement 
about matter of Fatt. ; 
Repreſenting, he fays, being nothing more than 
ſhewing a thing as it is in it ſelf ; as many ways as a 
thing can be ſhewy, otherwiſe thaa 'tis in it ſelf, ſo many 
ways may it be properly Miſrepreſented ; ſo that the 
Deſcription maſt agree with the Thing, not only in 
Matter of” Fatt , but likewiſe in Reſpe& of Motive, 


* Circumtance, Hitention, End, &c. But according to 


the Anſwerers Rule, had the zwo Tribes and an Half, 
been dechred Guilty of ſetting up Altar againſt 
Altar ; and Hannah been ſet out amongſt ber Neigh- 


' bours for a- Drunken Goſſip ; here had been no Mit- 


reprefentation , becauſe of ſome Matter of Fadt in 


"the Caſe, The Flders too, that offered Proof 


againft Syſayna, ſince they ſaw her in the Garden, &c. 
were no Miſrepreſenters: Nor the Fews againſt our 


Stviour ; nor Infidels againft the Apoſtles and Chri- 
ſtians ; nor ſhall any be excluded from a ſhare in this 


Favour, but they that have Malice enough to Calum: 


'niate, but "want Wit to give a Reaſon for what = 


ds, &c. So much' was the'Repreſenter overcome wit 


pare good Nature, that for Peace fake he would yield 


to a Principle that can do ſuch things as theſe, if his 
Word may be taken for the Reaſon ; but'we | have 
another Reaſon in the Wind preſently ; For if this 
ſame Principle which he has ordered'to protect the 
lewdeſt Defamations and Perjuries , will but do its 
Office upon the Church of England, he has had his 
Reward : And fo he ſhews what execution he can do 
inthe Mouth of ſome Zealows Brother , whoſe Ho- 
nour and Intereft engages him to ſet out the Church of 
England, as we Repreſent the Church of 'Rime. : To 

F "which 
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which Purpoſe he puts a- Sermon into his Mouth, 
which whether it be a Copy or an Original, the 
Diſſenters may fay when they pleaſe. But the Heads 
of it are ſuch as theſe, 

After a ſolemn Preface of Exhortation. to keep out 
of the Swing and the Sweep of the Dragons Tatl, he 
lays down his Doctrine, That the hook of England 
Mens Marks are the Marks of the Beaſt, which he 
proves by the /arge Revenues and State of their Pre- 
lates, who wear the Miter and the Crofier upon their 
Coaches while they Live, and upon their Tombs when 
they are Dead : By the Weekly Bill of London, which 
ſhews that Mary has N:meteen Churches, and Chriſt 
but 7hree; by the Pifures in their Bibles and Com 
mon-Prayer-Books ; and by many other Marks as good 
as theſe ; which becauſe they ſtick faſt to us, as he 
thinks, tor any thing the Anſwerer has faid, muſt 
come over again in another place, and theretore the 
leſs' Repetition ſhall ſerve now. 

Sermon being done, he asks whether this be 
Miſrepreſenting in a ſtrict and proper Senſe ; and if 
not, he is contented that the Word Miſrepreſenting 
in his Book ſhould not: be taken lo, i. e. for 7 Wee 
Lying ; but, as we heard before, tor wry Interpreta- 
tions, weak Reaſonings, &c. And here ends the Ami- 
cable Accommodation. 

For his picking up New Miſrepreſentations, he ſays 
he did it to ſhew that the former were not his own 
childiſh Crnceits : For leaving out the Authorities of 
the Arch-Biſh p of 7 rk; that this makes nothing 
againſt him, becauſe the Queſtion is not, What ſome 
private Authors ſay.z but, What the Church believes ; 
whoſe Faith cannot be fairly Repreſented from -=_ 
Books 
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Books though publiſhed by the Authority of Superinurs : 
For producing what Sutcl;ff laid to their Charge, 
without producing his Reaſons; that his Reaſons 


were none of the Repreſenters concern, becauſe they ©: 37: 


nothing belong to Repreſenting, nor has the Anſwerer 
put his Approbation to them, 

He charges the Anſwerer with leaving out 
propter Deum in a Citation out of the Pontifical, 
and this becauſe the Words were not for his pur- 
poſe. 

In Concluſion, he is refolved not Diſpute, ſince 
the Anſwerer knows .no Reaſon for all this Diſpute, 


72.6. and he cares not whether the Anſwerer likes P. gg. 


his Religion or not ; He will be no other than a Re- 
preſenter ſtill; for We wiſe Converts do not love to 
go out of our way , but upon very good Grounds: The 
Biſhop of Condom has nndertaken his own Vindication ; 
and if he does but come oft as well as the Repreſer- 
ter, and 'tis ſtrange if he ſhould not, let Be/lar- 
mine and other Eminent Approved Authors ſay what 
they can, he has #o Concern in it, but his Repre- 
ſentation, and the Biſhops Expoſition, are the Au- 


* thentick: Rule for the Expoſition of the Council of 


Trent ; for the embracing the Catholick Faith , as 
ay ry by one, and Propoſed by the other, is 


P. 39. 


ſufficient for a Perſon to be received into the Com- P- 40: 


munion of their Church. 
.- We are now coming to the Foot of the Account ; 
for beſides other Particulars of leſs moment that are 


dropt; 


1. Whereas his only Reply to the clear and 


particular Diſtintions of his Anſwerer between 
F 2 Mattcrs 
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P. 59. . 
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Matters of Repreſentation , and Matters of Dj- 
ſpute, was this , That theſe Matters did not, and 
could not lye in_ Vulgar Heads , with. that Di- 
ſtin&tion ; his Defence of that Reply, and conſe- 
quently of his confuſed and deceitful way of Re- 
preſenting, is wholly Dropr. - 


2. The Defence of-his Arguments, That the De- 
pofing Power is no Article of Faith ; is now at laſt 
wholly Dropt. 


3- His. Defence of the Worſhip of Images , _ 
againſt his Adverfary's ' Diſcourle , is Dropt ; or to , 
= his own Words, he- took the Freedom graves . 
ly to turn over his Anſwerers Occafional Pages a= . 


bont it.. 


And. now if the Reader will pleaſe to- put all | 


together , he will find by an caſte Computatiorr , 
That this was the poor Remainder. of a Contro- 


vetſie begun, by the Repreſenter upon no leſs than - 


Thirty Seven Articles: So that theſe Points having 


had the hard Fate-to be ſerved by the Repreſenter. 
as their Fellows were before, I reckon that he has 


Dropt and Dropt, till the whole Cauſe is _ at 
Hhſt ; but this is one of thoſe Things in -which he 


is wot concerned; for though the "_ pages: | 


ſented and Repreſented, be in a very torlaken 
dition, . yet himſelf, the Repreſenter, was never more 


diverting, - nor. in -better Humour, all his Life :. And - 
who can blame a Man for. not being ſorry for. what - 
can ne're be helpt? And therefore | Jo he ſped. no +, 
better with his Grave Undertaking, it was not. amiſs , 
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to.call a merry Cxuſe ; upon Mifrepreſenting mm a 
fri and proper Sence, and to bring in a Phanatick 
Repreſenting the Church of Exgland in a Ridiculous 
Sermon. «. 


_ wht. A 


The Fourth Anſwer to: the Repreſenter, be- 
ing An Anſwer to. the Amicable Ac-- 
commodation. - | 


'E* E Anſwerer has no Reafon to be difpleafed, ' 
+ that-the Repreſenter now grants we do not 
Miſrepreſent the Papiſts in a ſtrict and proper ſenſe, p. 4. 
viz. by Imputing fuch Doctrines to them as they do 
not own. But he faies that rhe Deſign of the Re- 
preſenter in his Firſt-Book,. was to: perſwade- our 
people that we were fuch Miſrepreſenters ; but that 
fatling in the performance, he would now make good © 
his Title of Miſrepreſenting in a /eſs- proper "ſenſe, p: 6.- 
inaſmuch as he thinks we do unjuſtly condemn the 
Dodtrines and Practices of the Church of Rome. 
But why he ſhould tax us for this at all, the Anſwerer 
wonders; and that very juſtly, one would thitik, 
becauſe the Repreſenter has ſometime ſince diſchim- 
ed Diſputing:, without which it cannot be ſeen whe- - 
ther we be Miſrepreſenters or not in this eſs proper 
ſenſe : And therefore he- tells him,* That if he will 
vindicate the: DoCtrines and PraQtices of the Church 
of - Rome, he muſt quit his retreat- of Charatter-ma- p,'g. 
king, and fall to Diſputing as their Fathers did; in 
which, heis ready.to joyn ifſue with them : But that 
| it. 
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A View of -the whole Controverſy 


it was by no means civil,to charge us with Lying, 
how prudent ſocverit ,tmight be upon another ac- 
\ count, ſince if he,proceeds 1n this way, he may be 
ſecure, that no civilperſon will care to diſpute with 
him. Now whereas the Repreſenter did in effect 
recall his grant, by attempting to prove largely, 
That there may be a Miſrepreſentation where 
there i5.an Agreement. about the mattcr of Fact; 
becauſe, there may be Miſpreſentation upon other 
accounts, *viz, in reſpe&t of - Motive , Circumſtance, 
Intention, End, &c. Here the | Auſwerer ſhows 
that theſe things do indeed belong to true Re- 
preſenting ; but that they. .were., $00 nicely ;di> 
Ntinguiſhed by, the . Repreſenter from matter; of 
Fact; for he had given .him -no occaſion for the 
Diſtincticn, ſince he had confidered theſe things 
in. thoſe matters which he charged upon the Church 
of . Reme;; For Inſtance, That not -only Worſhip- 
Ping of, Jmages, but. the Worſhippers Intentions , 
and all other circumſtances , without which the 
Nature. of the Fact cannot be throughly under- 
ſtood, were taken. into conſideration. Then he 


PrP 4 4... v*% 


ſhews through all the Repreſenter's Inſtances, That 
the Miſkpreferations were in Matters - of- Fact ; 
| but: wonders why he did not produce one [In- 
ſtance of the like nature out. of his Anſwers, if 
he thought there were any. For what could he 
gain by ſhewing, That in ſuch and ſuch caſes 
others have been Miſrepreſenters , unleſs. he. pro- 


'- 
to 


ved withal , that we were Mifrepreſenters. in like 
caſes ? ' His inſtances ſhew, that they whotell a piece 
of a Story, may Miſrepreſent ; but not that they do 
fo, who faithfully relate the, whole matter- of :Fa&t, 
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between the Repxeſenter and'the Anfwerer. 


with all its circumſtances ; which is'our caſe ; and he 
has not produced - one example to the contrary ; 
tho ſo to have done, had been more to his purpoſe, 
than all his other Inſtances. In ſhort, this matter 
was ſo fully Anſwered , that when we hear next 
of the Repreſenter, we do not find'one word more 
about t. 

To the Zealous Brothers Harangue, he faies, tho- 
it- be granted that the Diſſenters Miſrepreſent our: 
Church, yet this does not prove that we Miſrepre- 
ſent the Church of ' Rowe; and therefore this is no- 


thing but a device to get rid of us, by throwing us P 
upon the Diſſenters. But we are not for purſuing eve- p_ 15, 


ry New Game, but will keep to ogr old ſcent. And yet 
he has made the Diſlenter afuch ſilly things of us, 
as no Diſſenter will own, unleſs he has heard' them 
among the. Quakers. This the A»ſwerer plainly 
ſhewed through almoſt all his Fifteen particulars-of 
the Charge againſt the Church of Zng/and, and by 
the way, where it was any thing needful, he taxed 
the unreaſonableneſs and folly of the Charge, which 


yet was more than he was bound to; fince if it came 


to the Trial, we have ſome- reaſon-to think that 
there is not a zealous Brother in England, no nor 
Friend neither, but would be aſhamed to own it. 
So that this deſign of. Repreſenting and Mifrepreſent- 


ing, to which I may add the Repreſenter's yielding in 


pure good Nature, that henceforth. Mzſrepreſenti 
ſhall be underſtood in its /efs proper ſenſe, ends al 
in Ridiculing the Church of England, with which we 


- are content, #f they will permit us truly to Repreſent 


theirs, 


To 
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P. 24 


P. 25. 


A View-of- the whole Controverſy 


it 

To-what the Repreſeater offered; for- feeking out 
new Mifrepreſentations, the ſum of-what is Anfwer- 
e&d, is this, That it 151n the main agreed what the 
matters of Fa& are-with-which the Papiſts may be 


charged; and ſince theſe only are the proper Subjet 


of Repreſentation , the i1] conſequences which Pro- 


teſtants have urged againſt their Dofrines and 


Practices, ought not to have been put into the 
Charaiter of a Papift Miſrepreſented, unleſs he could 
ſhew, that we -fay that Papiſts do beheve rhofe 
Conſequences: And therefore the Repreſenter vain- 


ly endeavours to excuſe *hindelf for putting them 
4nto that Charader,. by hunting about for new 


pretended Mifrepreſentations, to imploy his A4n- 


 ſwerer withal. This 1 gather to be the Anſwer- 


er's ſenſe, from his reference-to- what -he had pro- 


ved before. 


As to. the Archbiſhop: of - Tork ; the Anſwerer 


: ſaies, he did not Miſrepreſent the Church of Rome 
- in ſaying that Sz 
. lieve the*: Church 


ton ſaid, We muſt /imply be- 
Rome whether. it Teach True 
or Falſe. The moſt that can be made of it, is, 
That according to one of their allowed Doctors, 
Thus a Papiſt muſt believe. And therefore if 'it 


be a Miſrepreſentation of the Doctrine of the Church” 


af Rome, *Stapleton is to be thanked for it in the firſt 
place, for-ſaying fo ; 'and in the next,” the Church of 
Rewe for allowing him to fay fo ;-and * then the 
Arch-Biſhop for reporting what he faid, tho he does 
rot ſay that one Do&tor may make Doctrines for the 


Church of Rome. 


The 


SA 


between the Repreſenter and the Anſwerer. 
The Caſe of Mr." Suteliff,”. he ' ſays, is different ; 


and he ſhews:tthathe expre/y yn what P. 26, 27: 
oy 


the Papiſts- teach, " and concludes from 
ſuch Dottrines ; and therefore that he does not Miſrepre- 
ſent the Papiſts.. So that how little ſoever the Repre- 
ſenter thought. himſelf. concerned _ in Sutcliff's Rea- 
ſonings, becauſe Reaſoning belonged not to a Repre- 
ſenter ; yet ſurely it _ a Repreſenter to di- 
ſtinguiſh between the rines we f__ upon the 
Papitts on the one ſide, and the Arguments we bring 
againſt theſe Dottrines on the other. | 
To the Charge of omitting to render propter De+ 
um into Engliſh; He ſays, It was omitted he knows 
not how or why ; bur very juſtly blames the Repre- 
ſenter for inſinuating that it was diſhoneltly omitted, 


ſince it was the whole Deſizn 'of that Diſcourſe about P. 28. 


the Worſbip of Images, to ſhew that Image Worſhi 
is Evil, to God was worſhipped by it.. I will ec 
this occaſion add, that the Anſwerer could not but 
know his own foul Dealing in this Charge, which is 
ſo very manifeſt ; that this Injuſtice, it there were 
nothing elſe, does aſſure me, that. he. muſt make a- 
nother Chaxge, before we.can expe much ſincerity 
from him. b. 1 
With like honeſty, he diſingages himſelf from all 
Obligation to diſpute concerning, the Worſhip of I- 
wages, &c. 1. Becauſe the Anſwerer knows no Rea- 
ſon for all this Diſpute ; which words did not at all 
relate to that Diſpute, but to the Queſtion about the 
Biſhop of Condow's Authority. 2. He was never 
concerned whether the Anſwerer liked his Religion or 
x0t. But if he could have an{wer'd that Diſcourſe, 


all that the Anſwerer could have ſaid would wot have P. 29. 


hinared him. 
G For 


4z 


ff view of che whole (ontroverſy, bcc. 

For the Reſt ; the Abſwerer ſays, thar the Re 
preſentey and the Biſhop of Condon, rexſon'd and «> 

4 at firſt, as well as Repreſenced 3 and fince their 
Reproſinemion is offer'd as a Rule by which we may 
be taken into the Rowaws Church, they were the 
more concern'd to juſtify their own Reaſonings ; 
which ſince it is declined, our People will be apt to 
think why Papiſts decline the Diſpute, who are never 
knows to «void Diſparing, when they think they can get 
——_— And 19x: che Anſwerer rakes leeve of 
the Repreſenter, believing that this Matter ic driven as 


far as if wHl 20. | 


Tie Pourth Reply of the Repreſonter, in behalf 
| of his Amicable Acidinutiddation. 


His taſt ismadeup ;. 
| x. Of 1 over the Anſwerer, for offer» 
ihg 0 more. than be thd'in Anſwer to the Zealous 
Brother's Sermon againſt the Church of Eag/and. 
4 - m6 "A OOETT Prote- 
ts for Miſtepreſenting the Papiits. 

But the Particulars. that come under theſe Heads, 
with his RefleQtions by the bye, will be 
beſt prothuctd in the Gitowing Anbwer, whete 1 
fall confider what. Reafon he has for thiskind of 


Do 


«tn Anſwer to the Reprefonter's loft Reph. x} 


The Fifth Anſwer to the Repreſenter in Return to 
bis ſt Rephs 


FF the Sever avd Thirty loſt Points had been reco- 
vered, the Repreſenter could not have entered 
the Liſts with more ſeeming ſatisfaRtion, in himſelf, 
than he ſhews in his laſt Reply. . But he has made a 
ſhift to forget them, and that's as good. What the 
_— = _— —_ 1.48 Ar 00% 66 yr 
£o (whatever the Re nter imagines 

ſtill to be true. For with reference to the chief mat- 
ter of Diſpute berwixt us, we are parted; and, I 
thiok, never like to meet any more about it. Indeed 
as to the menifold Charge ſunimed uy agzinft the Church 
of England, that matter, as he ruly obſerves & mot 
driven as far as it wil ga: And it he intends to 
erive it farther and - But why that ſhould 
ever come to be a matter of Debate betwixt us, 
one who conſiders the Controverſy from firſt tolaff, 
mult needs wonder. | 

The Defign of what has been faid on behalf of the 
Church of . England has been to make evident theſe 
three Things. 

3. That wedo not charge the Papiſts with ſome 
__ _— the Reprelenter will have us to charge 


W1 
2, That ſome things which he faith we falſly 
charge them with, are maintained and pradtiſed by 


k. That allowing them to maintain and praQtiſe 

y, what elves acknowledg that they do 

maintainand praQiic, yet _ are ſufficient _ - 
2 why 
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An Anſwer tothe Repreſenter sloſt Reph. 
why we cannot comply with Popery, altho refined 
after the neweſt Faſhion, :. .. | 
This-is the ſum of what has been ar on our 
ſide. Now how comes his Zealows Brother's Cant to 
be an Anſwer toall this? I know not I muſt confeſs 
how to-imagine any Difſenter to be fo ridiculous-as to 
objett againſt us, what the Repreſentermakes him to 
Objet: And without Flattery.or Fawning, I may 
ſafely affirm that there are not many whodo it. But 
ſuppoſe there ſhould ; will ſuch their ObjeCtions 
prove againſt the Firſt particular. above mentioned, 
that we charge Papiſts with what we deny we charge thens 
with ? Or -againſt the Third, That alowing them to 
maintain and prattiſe, what themſelves acknowledg that 
they maintein and prattiſe we ought to comply with Pope- 
73. 'I think that no Man in his Wits will afſert this. 
And therefore we may juſtly. ask what is to be done 
with all that ' has been faid upon theſe particulars ? 
and whether there not having been any thing that is 
material urged againft them, does not imply- that 
there is nothing material to be urged; and conſequent- 
ly, if the Anſwerer had not ſome Reaſonto ſay, that 
the matter was driven as far as it willgo?' ' -  - 
As tothe ſecond particular, viz. har ſsveral things 
which we are faid falſly to charge them with, are 
maintained and defended by them ; This indeed. the 
CharaQter which he made, little more than in Jeſt, 
for his Zealous Brother, doth ſeem more direQly to- 
eppoſe. And yet it might be eafily anſwered, that” 
ts Brother in his Zeal might urge what was Falſe 
againft Us, tho we urged nothing but what was-True 
ainſt the Papiſts. Which with a greatdeal more 


the Arſwerer offered tothe conſideration of the Repre- 


 ſenter ; and he.isnow told that he paſſed over this ſame 


charge 


An Anſwer tothe Repreſenter's laſt Reply. 45 
charge _— Churchiof England, ' with a Light 
To,  &c..1; Andanuth adoethete'is, becauſe he was 
wot for purſuing epery new:Game, but for keeping to the 7: 3 4x 
old Scent. For what could poſſibly come more croſs T 
to the Repreſenter,. than that after all his Doublin 
and Shifting, | he ſhould ſtart; xew. Game for us,' a 
yet we ſhould befor keeping to the'old Scent? And 
therefore I donot wonder to hear him complaining in 
this manner. Ard is it poſſible then that the Diſputing 
humour is ſo ſoon off ? We have heard of nothing hitherto 
fo much as of Diſputes +—=—and- yet the Anſweret is\us 
unwilling to Diſpute as the Repreſenter———=Here's' not 
4 word now of Diſputing+——- And # it not tr ange that 
be ſhould draw me out to Diſpute———and when his own 
Turn comes of Diſputing he ſhoald let the matter Fall, be- 
cauſe, forſooth, he'll keep to his old Scent ? BR 
Now really this would almoſt perfwade a Man to 
let him go for good and all ; as he might have done 
if he had obſerved but .a little moderation. | 'But he 
ives it out, that. in his. Brother's Charafter of the 
hurch of England, i Almoſt every Point i urged with. 
the ſame Progfs of-- Scripture and: Reaſon, which 'Pro- 
teftants produce yp: the Papiſts : That there is ſcarce 
an Argument in the Charatter, but'is exattly parallel to 
what the Church of England «fes in her Defence 4ainf 
Popery ; that the Grounds of the Arguments art t 
fame, the manner of urging. them the ſame, the Max- 
ims on which \they ſtand -the ſame, and'then the Rea- 
fons which prefs them home, are they not the very ſame 
which , the Anfwerer himſelf :in his former Diſcourſe 
wges againſt him? And he turns it upon his An- 
{werer, That « little prudence would ferve him to ſay 
nothing [in ſuch a C eaſe as will xdmit.n0. better a De» 
fence.:' "This I muſt needs TE Wah 
: | Ca 
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An 4nfmer to the Repreſener's laſt Reph. 
cal in.a Repreſenter nnder his Circumftances ; and 
would tempt a Man againſt his own Inclinations to 
—ogap ann little farther now; . under his new 

pe, 

I tell him therefore, in the firſt place, that a cloſe 
Difpytant would have preſſed him to ſhew, that the 
Reaſons upori which we proceed in our manifold 
Charge againſt the Papiſts are falſe and unſatisfato- 
ry ; and not have fi him to run out into an 
Inmairy, whether the Reaſons upon which his Ze«- 
lows Brother proceeds againſt us, be the ſame with 
them, or no. Or, if this were to be allewed him, 
we might be well excuſed from anſwering him in 
dhis matter ; ſince the perticular Controverſies which 
the Church - of Exeland hath with the Diffenters, 
have been m an her behalf, not ſo long fince 
that it ſhould be ; and the difference of the 
Caſt between the Separation of Proteſtants from the 
Church of Rewee, and of Diſlenters from the Church 
of Exgland, was ſhewn after all, and that 5 very 
good earneſt. For this being not taken notice of by 
the Repreſenter, it might very well fer off our Debe 
to him for a Charge upon the Church of Exgland, 
wich himfelf meant /irtle more then in jeſt, Be 
fides, altho he glories in this more than in all 
his other Performances, yet fince be frequently inti- 


mares, that he intended no more by it, than to Ri- 


digule Qur _— the Church of | Rawe, *tis 
all one, as if he given it under his hand, that 
his Cauſe is more ſafe by ridiceling what we fay, than 
by replying to it like a Difputant. Now on the other 
we think our C muſt needs have been 
carefully laid, and well ded, if atlaft it will ade 
mit of none but Ridicaling Replies : — 
without 
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An Anſwer tothe Repreſenter”s laſt Reph. 


without yeh: : leave things as they are, and 


put to the venture; whether the World will got 
think 


| roo. Bur becauſe he boaſts wory much, 
that this Diſcourſe which he has compoſed for the 
Brother, is not pr anſwered, and as ſome 
thunk, he may grow a I Popular by. itz I care 
not if 1 go on with him in Jome part of his own 
way; and, in — with the Opinian of others, 
inquire into the d1 
which we proceed againſt the Church of Rome, 
from thoſe upon whach ##. zc«low Brother proceeds 
againſt the Church of England. _ / 
x. 1 grant that our Prelates have Revenues, and T 
believe Coaches, Mirers, Crafters and Copes. Now 


if there be any 'reafon why his Brother calls theſe 


Popifh, *tis this, that theſe things were not in uſe in 
onr Vaviowr's, ud in the Apoſtles times. But when 
did we ever objet apainft any thing that” is. meer 
aremaſtewixl axyongit them (as theſe things are 
char # was not wfed- mm ogr $aviour's,. or in his .Apo-- 
ths Twnes? Have we not faid it a thouſand times, 
that we tn, yorke becauſe the Papiſts 
approve it, provided. it. 'be nfeful ; ys if .it_be:in- 
noorrt and - ke?" As for their Urnament s and 
Ceremonies, where does any one find that. jn-the 
Controverſies now on foot betwixt us, we-do at all 
indiſt upon them? "Tho 'we cannot but think many 
of themes be neither grave not decegt,. thew:Num- 
ber 20d: prear,' «nd roo much Religion * placed/,in 
them by Some Peopte. So that, tho, there #, ſcarce 
an Araument in the Charatter, but exaily parallel to 
_ mwah adn | Beg tg Ef at pr 
wroeew 1; awe Provts,-&c.. yet urely t 

Prim iy none vf them. Ne Wes er | 
nNexXt.. 2, It 


nce of thoſe ObjeQions upon 
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An dnſwer tothe Repreſenter « ft Reph. 

_. 2. It is objeQted. againlt. ys... that. me: ale - Gods of 
dead Men, and this is & oved' by, E weakiy. Bills .of 
Mortality, where qur Chunches>ve calle by the ſame 
Titles that oy ad in: times of Popery; Now if 
by making Gods of dead Mes, be\meant mane the 
Saints ſo many Independent Deatics, there is then a 
great deal. of difference between; what the: Zzalows 
Brother objefs againſt; us,, and, what, We obje&- a- * 
gainſt the Papiſts, as_well as, between the Reaſons of 

our ,Obzeftions: For we never object this. againſt 
them. But if by this Expreſſion be meane,! giving 
that Worſhip to the. Saints, which belongs only:ta 
God and gun Feviour AG hen glow our Objection 
to be the ſame, but do think that-we have myich bet- 
ter Reaſons to objett this againſt the Papiſt, than 
that of a weekly Bill of Mortality.For we appeal to the 
Publick Addreſſes which are made to the Virgin Mery, 
and Qther Saints, with all the Circumſtances of Ex- 
ternal Adoration ;. to their Litanies and to the Hymns 
of their eſtabliſh'd Offices, wherein they are often: 
in voked after the ſame manner, as God himſelf is.; to 
their appropriating to particular Saints, diſtin& 
Powers of doing good to their Worſhippers; to their 
Acknowledginent, that, the, Saints .are Mediators of 
Intercefſion ; to the Prayers that are made to them 
in all places, as if they were omnipreſent ; to the 
Senſe alſo of their Council of Trent, that they are 
to be prayed unto with zental as well as wocel Pray- 
er, as if they knew our Hearts, All which I hope 
is ſomething more than that in the weekly . Bill of 
Mortality, and in common Converſation, we call our 
— by the ſame Names they formerly had, And 
yet the Reprefenter asks,  Wherein have I Ridiculed 
the Church of Englagd ? 1 have done no more. in my 
4, 6d wh WE Te Cha- 


An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reply. 
Charatter againſt her, then what they have been doing 
theſe hundred and fifty Tears againſt the Church of 
Rome? fo that it ſeems we have tor theſe hundred 
and fifty Tears charged them with Worſbipping the 
Saints upon no better grounds then their weekly Biffs 
of Mortality. Only, faith he, what I have done in 4 
kind of jeſt, and without endeavouring to delude any 
body with ſuch kind of Sophiſtry, they have been do- 
ing in the greateſt earneſt, and by it making good their 
Cauſe. So that he conteſſes his Charge upon our 
Church to be carried on with a kind of Sophiftry : 
only what he has done in 4 kind of jeſt, we have 
been doing againſt them i the greateſt earneſt ; i. e. 
we have in good earneſt charged the Church of- Rome 
with giving that Worſhip to: Saints which belongs 
to God only, upon nothing' elſe but the Titles of 
Churches, {ih as ours have 1n the Bills of Mortality. 
But ſurely his greateſt Sophiſtry of all lies in this, 
that he endeavosrs to delude People into this Opinion, 
which yet if he could, he muſt delude them into 
another Opinion too, that Befarmin and all the fa- 
mous. Champions of old Popery, were a company 
of Fools, to be at ſo much Sweat and Charges to 
maintain the Worſhip of Saints, and to defend it, as 
they have done, when they could {o eaſily have de- 
nied it. For that nothing is eaſier than to make good 
our diſowning it againſt the ground upon which he 
charges us with it, I ſhall preſently make appear. 

To let paſs his Suggeſtion, that the. London Chur- 
ches were firſt built by the Papifts ; his adding that we 
rebuilt them, with the ſame Titles, Invocations and 
Dedications which they uſe, ſhews how little he is to 
be truſted in a Queſtion of Antiquity, who talks ſo 
careleſly of things that are notorious in_ our own 
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an Anſwer to the Repreſenter”s Lift Rephy. 
Days. Our Fathers indeed foudd the T#/cys conve- 
ment h, and the Churches thernſctves reafona- 
ble good Churches, and -retairrd ether both, Bur 
when we raiſed them out of their Aſhes," we dedicated 
them to no Saint, whatever has been done im this 
kind formerly ; nor have we fince imvorated any 
Saint 1n any one. of them, but we keep the T7rles 
ill. And does our new Repreſenter expeQ that we 
ſhould Anfwer ſuch Objections as theſe ? Ar Feaft F 
defire him not to-rhink that we will make a praftice 
of it. Muſt our retaining thefe Titles, neceffari! 
infer a virtual Dedication of our Temples to thoſs 
Saints, by whoſe Names they are diſtinguiſhed from 
one another ? But what if *'we had called them 
the Names of thoſe Syreers only where they ſtand, 
had they then been dedicated to the Homour of the 
Streets ? We ſay that the Hrndred Thirty and Two 
Charches here, which are known Þy the Names of 
dead Mex and Women, ave with us God's Hhnfer, and 
dedicated -to- his only Service, no lefs than the Frue 
that ave. diſtingnifhed by the Names of Chrift and 
the Trivity. And methinks fo acute a Difputant as 
he is grown, might have feen that the Titke of one 
Church diftingurſhing i from: the reft, does not 
ſhew who » ferved and worſhipped there, when the 
Emme Service and Worſhip is uſed m all of them. 
'Fhat which we dame them for is, that they conrti- 
nue to worthip Deed Mer «nd Women in thoſe Chor- 
ches which Bear their Names, and im thoſe which 
donor. For if in Chrif's Church they calf upon rhe 
Befſcdt Vieem ; tho t rs _ ts Tirt: from 
Chrif, yer "tis a Fuſe of Prayer to Her as welfas to 
Sl m the Churches which are known by her 
tame, we ca} upon God onf5, and worſhip him 
alone, 


An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reply. ay 
«lone, they are his Hosſes intirely, and none. of Hers, 
But after all, where does the Anſwerer. preſs him 
| with the Titles of their Churches? : And yet the 
Reaſons which preſs home the Arguments, are they not 
the very ſame mhich the Auſwerer bnimſcif urges againſt 
him the Repreſester fu. 0, 
3. I canes that I have fecn . P:iftwres in ſome 
Engliſh Bibles and Common-prayer Books, and Moſes 
and Aaron painted on each fide. of the Commenadment 
ſame of our Altar-pieces ; which things how 
they have in amongjt us I cangor tell, jor they 
have no publick Authority from our Chupch. :The 
Anſwerer made his gueſs, ard perhaps it will: not be 
ealy to mend it.” . Buc upon this great Qcrafion, the 
Repreſenter has brought in his Rzgid Brother making 
us worle than the Papiſts themelves, forgetting chat 
he undertook to repteſeat:us not tr 10 Bad, 
and therefore he ſhould atileaft, bave corrected him. 
ſelf in this manner ; * Indeed, Beloved, I told ye at || 
«firſt, that theſe Church-of-Expland-Men are with» i 
© in the Swing of the Dregdvni's T ard; butT bad not lied 
| « to ſay that they are under.the Fer and the Belly, | 
; * more than the Popifts themſelves are... For the Pa- i 
| 
| 


© piſts dono more towards the placixg of Image-Wor- 
« ſhip in the Word of God, than by a cleanly cons 
© veyance of that Commandment which forbids it, || 
< out of the way. But theſe Church-of-Exglond-Men, | 
« as they are:calltd, have-given that Abowinition of || 
Bs _ themſehes,a place in every Leaf of their Bible, 
« :» the very Word of God; which is the greateſt Ar- | 
&« ouameut hay 6. Honow. Nay,. in ſome. of || 
« their Ribles you ſhall find Adoſe; and Aaroniftand in ||| 
« the very next Leaf to the Tea Commaniwents ; || 
IP Hs. * which [1 
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Aa Anſwer to the Reprefenter's laſt Reply. 
« which what is it, Beloved, but a Defiance to the Se 
*:cond.? Whereas the Papiſts being more modeſt than 
* to affront. it, have put 1t away tar from them. Bur 
* rhis 4s not all, my Brethren, for they pray to their 
* Pictures ; for if. yow . but look over their Shoulders, 
< out ſee their Pittures in the very beat of their De- 
** votion, 'under their very Eyes, in the Leaves of their 
* Common-Prayer Books ; And therefore, mark me now 
<« Beloved, if we muſt believe our own Senſes, they pray 
© to the Piftures, and to the es, and to the Idol 
* Common-Prayer Books and all. 

This indeed had been fomething like, and would 
have pieced well with what follows, that ' our Altars 
have their Images too, and that in a more profane way 
thaz the Papiſts, &c. 

Well; but let us ſuppoſe our Church bound toan- 
{wer for theſe: P:#ures, and for Moſes and Aaron, &c. 
Are we enjoyned to pay them any Worthip, as they 
of the Romifh Communion ate' obliged to pay to 
their-Images ? "The Council of Trent: has determi- 
ned,” Fhat due. Honoar andVeneration muſt be given to 
Ihages, and'that the Honosr which. is. given to them is 
referred to the Things which they reprefeut. Has the 
Church of Erng/azd done any thing like this ? We 
read of ſeveral Prayers uſed at the Conſecration of 
Images amongſt them : But whoever heard of any 
luch thing praQtiſed at the ſetting up: of: Moſes and 
Aaron f We. know that they walk many. Miles in 
Pilgrumage to particular Images, and that they think 
much more good is to be expeted from ſome, than 
from others : But who ever thought ſo among us, or 
magined: that the PiQtures of Moſes rand Aaron in 
Cornhill, were more to be honoured than: thoſe in 
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An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reply. 

Woodftreet, or in any other place ? So that how filly 
ſoever the Zealows Brother may appear to be in impu- 
ting to us, upon ſuch frivolous grounds, the worſhip of 
Images; I am ſure that he who made the Harangue 
for him, is either much more ſo, or ſomething that 
is worſe, in pretending that when we urge the fame 
againſt the Papiſts, the Reaſons we go upon are no 
better than his. 

But we do at leaſt make Images and PifFares, which 
the ſecond Commandment expreſly forbids, as he makes 
his Brother ſay. And now a Reaſon of the An- 
ſwerer is produced, that o Intention can alter the 
nature of Attions which are determined by a Divine 
Law. 1 would therefore know of him, whether 
there be, or be not good reaſon to make us certain, 
that the ſecond Commandment does not abſolutely 
forbid the making of Images and PiCtures, but only 
with reference to worſhipping them. If there be 
no good Reaſon for it, let him then tell me, whe- 
ther any Intention can juſtify the making of Images 
againſt an abſolute Law to the contrary. If there 
be, let him then but confeſs. what he thinks of this 
ObjeCtion that he has put into his Brother's Mouth, 
and there's one labour ſaved. 

I confeſs, it were not ill for him if ſome Intention 
might juſtify the breaking of the ninth Command- 


ment ; for he pretends that the New Common-Pray- 


er-Books do not profeſs that hatred to Image-Worſhi 
which the O/d _ id: When in the hor 
to which he refers, the very firſt inſtance runs thus; 
Curſed is the Man that maketh any carved or molten 
Image to worſbip it. Does he think that his Diſſesting 
Brother muſt anſwer tor theſe things. 

4. Neither 
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An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reply. 

4. Neither is he more Juſt to us in making his 
Zealows Brother to objeRt againſt us that we worſpip 
Saints and Angels, For, to paſs by the Argument 
about eretting .Temples ts them, to which we have al 
ready ſpoken ; Is our giving Thanks to God upon 
ſet Days for luch eminent Examples of Faith and 
Vertue, as the firlt Propagators of the Golpel were ? 
Is our commemorating their Patience, and all their 
other Divine Graces, t@ Excite One another to the 
Imitation of them ? Is our Praying to God that we 
may be Followers of them, who through Faith and 
Patience inherit the Promiſes ? Is this, I lay, any 
thing like to what the Council of Trezt declares, 
That they think wickealy who devy that Saints are to 
be Invoked? Is it of the ſame natare with owning 
them to be Mediators of Interceſbon, the fame with 
putting up to them that ſort of Petitions which 
are fit to be offered to. God only? Or does our 
Praying upon St. Michaels Day, that by God's ap- 
pointment his holy Angels may ſucconr and defend us, 
come near even {o much as to one ſingle Holy 
Micheel Pray for s? which Form of Words, tho 
much inferjour to what is {ſometimes uſed in the 
Church of Rome, we never dare to. venture upon, 
becauſe = _ yep nog en _ to him, or 
ro any other Angel or interpretation 
we muſt aſcribe the Divine Attribute of Omnipreſence 
to them, and for many other Reaſans, which yet we 
have not been able to get an Anſwer to from"theſe 
Men. But he fays that we Pray on $. Michael's Day, 
66 if GGad were n0t #hle is defend is, and therefore we 
ſeek ſbekter under the Angel's Wings : And this fure- 
ly is to worſhip Angels. By like reaſon if we pray 
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for our Daily Bread, we pray as if God were not 
able to preſerve us without it': And this would be to 
worthip Bread. The Repreſenter makes roo bold 
with his Zee/ows Brother, and with us too, if he 
would have it thought that we reaſon againſt them 
at this rate. But by this time I hope he ſees to how 
tittte purpoſe he applies that of the Anſwerer to this 
matter, viz. that Af! worſhip of Inwifible Beings is Re- 
ligioms Worſhip, &c. For as yet he has not proved 
that we woyfbrp Saints or Angels; and if he has done 
his beſt towards it here, I will be bold to ſay, that he 
knows he cannot prove it againſt us; as we can a- 
gainft them, if there were any need of it: Bur 
there is no need of it, becauſe they confeſs it. 

5. Asfor what is objected about our Idoletry in 
Recerving One ke I did far know the 
Prompter, I aſhamed to n amongſt 
fuch Inftances as arc faid to he belt upon the fame 


- Maxims, that our Objettions agamft the Papifts are. 


For how far {oever We and the Zyalows Brorher might 
en other cafes be faid to agree 3m the Reaſons of what 
we Objett; I am fore it is moſt unreaſonable to ſay 
we agree in this. For do we, as the Papidts, hokd 
chat the Bread and Wine are changed into the natural 
Body and Blood of Chriſt ? Do we require any wor- 
ſhip to-be paid to the Elements after Conſecration ? 
Do we elevate or carry them abort,. ow purpoſe ts 
have ther adored by the P: ? Nay, with reſe- 
rence t& our recerving the fame in the potture of 
Kyeeling, is it not as fully as can be-dechared, Thar 
that poſture is meant for « fignificatiow of our humble: 
and grateful acknowledgmens of the benefits of Chrift to 
all worthy Reveivers ;, That no Adoration © hereby in- 
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tended, for that the Sacramental Bread and Wine ve- 
main ſtill in their ww natural Subſtances, and the Na- 
tural Body and Blood of our Saviour are in Heaven and 
not here? Which Declaration is the more ſignificant, 
one would think, as being made by our Church in 
Oppoſition to thoſe who do Adore the Sacrament : 
Eſpecially ſince it was not the poſture of Keeling 
when the Sacramext is received, which of it ſelf could 
make ſuch a Declaration needful, ' but the Scandal 
which they give to the World who Adore it. Had 
this been conſidered by the Repreſenter, his Brothers 
Zeal might well have been ſpared in ſaying, They 
may ſay, they do not pay Religious W, hi to the 
Bread and Wine, and Honour the Sacrament as God : 
But what, muſt we not believe our ſenſes in ſo plain a 
Caſe? Or elſe his Zeal ſhould not have ſtopt here, 
but carried him a little farther, to appeal to his ows 
Eyes that we honour the Patin and Chalice as Gods 
too, by falling down to them on our Knees, for this is 
as plain a Caſe as the other; and our Church has 
made no Declaration againſt it in ſolemn and particu- 
lar Terms neither, as it has againſt the Adoration of 
the Bread and the Wine. But I gueſs that the Zya- 
lows Brother when he is once at liberty to ſpeak for 
himſelf, will confeſs that he ſees neither the one nor 
the other ; and that it is no affront to his Eyes to ac- 
quit us of Adoring the Sacrament, and to yield that 
when we receiveit, we Adore God and him only, in 
a poſture which as we think, well becomes the thank- 
ful Receivers of ſuch _ Myſteries. 

. However, tho we, it ſeems, muſt not be believed 
when we ſay that we do ot adore the Sacrament at 
all ; yet.we will not be fo hard-to the Church of 


Rome, 


BO ©. &. - Df. ED ae 


7 


\ þ 


An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reply. 
Rome, but believe her telling us that ſhe does Adore 
the Sacrament, and that with Divine Honour too. 
And when the Z;alow Brother gets our Church at 
any Advantage like this, or can find out any praftices 
amongſt us like thoſe above mentioned, we ſhall hear 
him, I doubt not, ſpeaking. to better purpoſe. for 
himſelf, than as his Brother here has taught him. 

And now, I think, T have omitted nothing in the 
firſt Five of the Fifteen Parallels, that required the 
leaſt notice, but have rather ventured being laugh'd 
at by the Repreſenter for giving any ſerious Anſwers, 
where he meant only to Rzidicule. But by this he 
may ſee wht little reaſon there was to Crow over 


his _— as he does upon this occaſion ; which 


was all that I intended. And therefore ſince - it is 
needleſs to drive the Parallel any farther with that 
circumſtance which I have hitherto uſed ; I muſt not 
do a needleſs thing, which according to one of his 
weighty Obſervations, would be Six-pence = more 


for the Curious : Eſpecially ſince the Anſwerer has 


done Reaſon enough to the remaining Particulars. 
For tho the Repreſenter, to fave himlelf from an 
furtherReply, comes off with telling him that he 
anſwered the whole charge with, The Diſſenters ne- 
ver charged us with this or that, &c. and nothing elle; 
yet the Reader will find more {aid than this comes to, 
if he will conſult the Anſwer it ſelf, inſtead of taking 
the Repreſenters word. But I hope Fiveof his Par- 
ticulars have been handled his own way: And now 
I offer him this, either in full SatisfaQion, or in part 
of Payment ; let him chuſe, as he likes, *tisall one 
to his Humble Servant. And therefore if he will 
pleaſe to call upon me tor _— I promiſe _ 
; that 
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that our calling upon the Birds,the Beaſts and the Fiſhes, 
ſhall not be forgotten, Or owe cr934ng out to Dead Mew, 
is our moſt ſolemn Devotion, .nor the Apachrypha in 
the Liturgy, nor the Roches, the Alb,and the Tanicle, 
nor any thing elſe which yet wants a Vindication, as 
he -fays: But, to return him one of his familiar 
Phraſes, I ſhall z«ke occafron of playing him the ſame 
Tune over again as diftiuitly upon the remaining Tex, 
as he has had it already upon his firſt Five Parti- 
culars. | 

* And now let us go on with his Reply ; in which 
the next thing I obſerve, 1s, that he will needs have 
the Anſwerer to bid fezr for the good opinion of Diſſen- 
ters, and to carry cloſely with the Diſſenters, and to. 
throw thoſe ſcandals upos his own Church in good earneſt, 
which the Repreſenter did little more thaw in jeſt. It 
the Repreſenter could have turned his Adveriaries 
Pen againſt the Diſſerters, there are ſome would have 
had a better opportunity af currying aloſely with the 
Diſſenters; ad I ſhall tell him who they are, before 
I have done — But, it __ we ap not 
for doing ever thing, 18 the aick when 
he —_ Tony, done. And © » to comamnden 
ws, we mult be repreſented as carrying with the Dij- 
fſexters ; which yet we are as far from,when weown 
cur Agreement with them in thoſe many thin 
which they no leſs than we,obxQ againiithe Papilts; 
25 from curryiug with the Papifts, when we cones 
that we agree with them in thale fewer things that 
are to be objeted againlt the Diffenters. And yer 
arr3ivg with the Diflenters is not © great a Fault, 
but ke could tell them upon the Spot, how their Suf- 
ferings ave at an end, now au Chyrokes pawer &x4 been 
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ſomething check'd, which he thinks they may Refle# Pay. 5. 
ir 


upon. But if the Reprefenter would win the 
opinion, he fhould of all things beware of putcing 
them in mind to Refle# ; left when they begin to 
Refleft upon thoſe things of which he ſpeaks, th 
—_— to Reflect upart other things of whi 
he s not. | | 
' Methinks too, EF may — ſulpeR a little 
currying of the R r 10 what comes next. 
For, whereagthe Anſwerer thought the Diffenters roo 
wiſe and cautions 10 take Charatters {of wy] frow 
[Their own] open avd profefies Enemies ; (for that 
was his plain meaning) the ſenter underſtands 
hum, as if he had meant an 5. the _——_ of 
lands Enemies : and then hopes our 
Perle ll - h be fo wiſe,as notto take Cha- 
racers of P from us, whoare, as he fays, Enc- 
ies to Paptfts. But whether he was reſolved 0 make 
this miſtake for the ſake of the neat Turn, or to fave 
himſelf from ſayi 


whether he was Fried or Enemy 
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tothe Diſfenters, I lexve him to-reſolve. But I hope = 


he does not expett that I ſhould cakenotice of every 
{uch littke R z0n, as he knows this to be. 

And yet I muſt needs vindicate the Anſwerer from 
that Charge, that whereas the Repreſenter granted, 
thas his Character of a Papift was not 
made up wholly of down-right . Lies, the Afifwerer 


| fritches this Courteſy wth 4 witnieff, and con- 


chides that we have the Repreſenter's word for it 
now that Rm of no Mifrepreſentation at 
all of matters of Fatt, which he, the Repreſenter, 
never did, nor will allow. But in this the Anſwerer 
is wronged, who very well remembred, that his Ad- 
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An Anſwer to the Repreſenter”s laſt Reph. 
verſary did a /little diſpute his Churches owniag; the 
Depoſing Power, and:two'or three Points more, which. 
he thought fit to drop at laſt. Now: therefore, as 
the Anſwerer had frequently ſaid before, that the 
matters of Fact were the ſame in both CharaQers, 
very few things excepted; 10 in his laſt Anſwer, he 
was to be underſtood in courſe with the ſame Excep- 
tion, viz. that we now had our Adverſaries Con- 
feſſion, that in the CharaCter of a Miſrepreſented 
Papiſt,there were no Proteſtant Miſrepreſentations of 
Popery frojer?y ſo called; and fo, that a very few 
Potnts excepted,we are agreed on both ſides upon the 
matters of Fat, And this one would think was 
plain enough in the laſt Anſwer, where the Anſwer- 
er thus interprets the Conceflion of his Adverſary. 
Whatever he at firſt | pncrrang” he grants now, that we 
are not in a ftritt and proper ſenſe Miſrepreſenters ; and 
thus faxewel to Charatter-making, fince Papiſts and 
Proteſtants that underſtand. theſe matters, are in the 
ain (not abſolutely in every point, but in the 
main) agreed what is the Charaiter of a Papiſt, tho 


' they differ in their Opinions about him, &Cc. 


I know indeed the Repreſenter would extend the 
down-right Lies, from which he does not abfolutely 
acquit us, to more Inftances than thoſe excepted by 
the. Anſwerer. For which he appeals to his own 


 Charatter of a Papiſt miſrepreſented, where he has 
. repreſented the Proteſtants as Liars, in charging the 


Papiſts with other things diſowned by the Church 
of Rome: Which is one of the fineſt Fetches that is 
poſſible. For tho in that CharaQter, he has made the 
Proteſtant to charge the Papiſt with all that we-in- 
deed charge him with; yet he has made him do 
more, 


Ai Aſiver to the Repriſenter's loft Reply. 
more, and therefbre” migfit ſafely appeal.to his own 


CharaQer, to prove that we are. Liars in ſome things; 


ye ing that he is the honeſteſt Man in the 
World, in repreſenting the Proteſtant Repreſentati- 
ons of Popery. But how often muſt he be told, that 
he has been a falſe Repreſenter of us as to this mat- 
ter ? That he ſometimes brings in Proteſtants -char- 
ging Papifts, (1.) In ambiguous Terms, which ad- 
mit of different Interpretations; for inſtance, under 
the Head of Praying to Images, which is the firſt 
Point he mentions. (2.) With owning the dange- 
rous Conſequences of their DoQtrines and PraQtices,, 
as that Papiſts do believe their Sins to be infalliby re- 
mitted upon Abſolution, whether they reſolve upon A- 
mendment or no : which is his ſecond Inſtance, and 
there are two or three more, to the ſame Tune. 
(3:) With ſome things that we do notimpute to 'em 
at all, cither as Principles or Conſequences ; witneſs 
that IMtance which he has the fore-head ſtill to in- 
fiſt upon. For, ſays he, Are their Sermons in Latin ? 
Do they teach in unknown Tongues ? as if we charged 
them with this. 'I know not. what every Proteſtant 
in the World -may have faid' in his-heat againſt Pa- 
piſts: But T am apt'to think that'it will be as hard to 
find a Proteſtant-that hath faid this againſt them, 
asto find a Zealows Brother that will own the Cant- 
ing Sermon he hath made againſt us, Upon one or 
other of theſe three accounts he might well appeal 
to his own CharaQters to conyidt us of Lying, and 
ask the —_ = he _ _—_— or _-_ 
which Proteſtants c upon Papiſts;  luppoting,, 
as I faid before, that * Gfrem Oracles: always, 
when. he is {etting us out to the World. | . 
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And riow,.I ſay, 'tis too late for the Repreſenter to 
ask us,: what we think of cheſe chings ; becauſe, 'noe 
to' mention the ſecond Anſwer, his firſt a 
has told him very particularly what we think of 
them, what we do charge them with, and what nor. 
And ſince he has faid noching to-it, -it is unreaſonable 
rocxperttihart we ſhoulddo IIS and 0- 
ver again, a5 ofted as grey ws _— 
to us. As for firing the City, and dog Si nd- 
_ Godfrey, &Cc. _ tave theic to do in 

Charifier of ? Ib ooh 'olr 6 no Article 
ÞX: f che Repreſoner's aith, thar Papifts did no theſe 
things 3 I am ſure *tis none of mine, that they did. 

\ Having upon n& bertes grounds than theſe accu- 
{td the Agſwerer of Miſrepreſenting bm, he runs 
ant into general and paſſionate Expoſtulations con- 
—_— injadftice of cwit who! for nheir own In- 
tereſt the faite; Notions which the Peopte 
have of Popery, leſt themJetves jbould apAtar the 
_—_ At tength he asks, Shake altho rhe 

expe meſt be preathed imo « Dread of Popery, it be 
«Crip ian Merbod ro make afe of Artifices to encreaſe 

or ? Why ſhould every rhing rhe Papiffs da be 
free and Pra 424 faed ro make it —_— Poms 


Tis trae, this is propet enough 10 win 
bile, who Jure ” in#ion beeween Real and Arrih 
cial Monfters ; "tis well where the Intereſt js 


maintain's by the s of #he People.” But 
e's the Chriſtianity all the while, where's Truth and 
Charity ? Why eral a0 aor {> much as there ſhould 
be, where ci ngs are done on the one 
A or falfly G30 hedoas owe: orb. Now * 


muſt not be quize fbrgotren- that the Repreſemer 


wrote 
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wrote his Proteſtant Chara&ers of Popery, as they 


. ay io his own. and the Peoptes Heads ; and made 


all his Anſwerers work in-diſtioguiſhing berween 
Repreſentation and Diſpate ; between Principles that 
are owned, and Conſequences that are denied by the 
Papilts, utterly uſclefs ;- becauſe things did nor and 
oould not lie thus diſtinAtly in the Peoples Heads. 
For Inſtance, Becauſeif a Preacher ſhould ſay, that 
though the Papiſts think it lawful to worſhip \ 
yet it is plainly forbidden in God's Word 6 to do, 
and that too as an Idolatrous Action ; the poor Peo- 
ple preſently conclude, that the Papiſts believing 
it to be Idolatry, differ from-usin no other thing, bur 
that we think idolatry, and forbidden Worſhp,- to 
be unlawful, and the Papiſts do not think ſo. But 


if the Repreſeater believed this of the People ;. 


Where was Chriftianity, whive was Trath aid Charity, 
when he wrote his Repreſentation of -Popery, undey 
colour of diſabuſing the People ;' and made one pare 
of a Papift's CharaQter ro be this, that he Whiors 
Kolatry ? for thus the People would tn to 
into a belicf, -that' he does not ſo ayyach as worſhip 
Images ; for Conſeqaents and Awterelenss are To jlim- 
bled in the Peoples Heads, that —_— tre 
diftindtly there. We indeed do not think ſo meanly 

them, and therefore might honeftly yo 4b "> 
wents and Conſequences againſt that and other Pre 
&5res of the Roman Church! But he, it Gems, be- 
lieved-thcy could not diffingaifh' between: the | one 


2nd the ; and. then'\I .am' fare if chey acquit$ . 


.Papiſts of che C ence, it would po hard 
iy eng Not rs of the Faff Rug ; and 
therefore xwhother ht put the Denying of the'Con- 


lequence 


is 6 


6 


64 .An Hnſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reph. 
ſequence into the Papiſt's CharaQter with an honeft 
Deſign, at leaft, whether he had; any reaſon to ob- , 
jet againſt the diſtin proceeding of the Anſwe- 
rer, I dare almoſt now appeal to himſelf. But, as 
I obſerved before, the Anſwerer made him aſhamed 
of imputing this kind of madneſs.to the.People, and 
{o we ___ no-more of it in his next Reply. - But 
yet the Intereſt we are ſaid to have in the People, 
muſt ſtill be imputed to their madneſs. ' And. what 
madneſs is,it now ? Why they cannot diſtinguiſh be- 
tween Real and Artificial Monſters: Winch is as 
much.'as to ſay, that. we have made the Papiſts 
Mqnſfters, by telling notorious. Lies of them; and 
the People are '{0, mad that, they cannot tind it out; 
But may not I take my. turn now to ask, Where's 

Chriſtianity all this while ; where's Truth and Charis © 
ty ? Why muſt we be-branded with the Impuration 
of Falſhood and\ Calumny, -and! our Chriſtian Bre- 
threatreated in that: manner, as if they were mere 
ſtupid Creatures, and more fit to herd with Beaſts, 
than to live amongſt Men ? 

As for our ſelyes being thus urged, we beg leave 

: to appeal to All that know us, whether rhis odious 
CharaQer be any way ſuitable toour Converſation ; 
and then, whether we have deſerved it for the ma- 
nagement of this Controverſy in particular,we appeal 

tothe World. Weappeal to all Men of Sincerity and 
Vaderſagding what colourof Reaſonthe Repreſenter 

had here to ask,Why praying to Images,leave-t0 Sin for 

| Mony, Forgiveneſs without Repentance,$C. ſhould be ur- 
ged againſt them ta make them the Objeit of Hatred, 
and. the Subjett of popular Fury ? Have not his An- 
ſwerers more than once publiſhed clearly and di- - 
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- 
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ſtinftly what we do, and what we' do not charge 
them with in every one of theſe ReſpeRts ? ' Has 
convinced them of any Infincerity, nay, of any miſe 
take in the ſtating of theſe _ ? Has hetaken no- 
tice of any thing they have faid about them? Why 
would he not be brought to confeſs the Juſtice of our 
charging them ſo far as we have done, and our Ju- 
ſice to them in charging them no farther, - or atleaſt 
to confuts'us by ſhewing wherein we had done un- 
juſtly? What other Conſtrution now can Truth and 
Charity make of theſe Proceedings, but that he would 
not ednfeſsthat we do them-no wrong, and yet could 
not prove that we do? : But then certainly he ſhould 
at leaſt have been ſilent, and not go on as he does 
to declaim againſt us ; as if he n lieved we were 
thoſe odious Miſrepreſenters and Falſtfiers, which he 
would have. the World believe that we are./ 

;He ſays indeed, that the Anſwerer «»happily takes 
it to bimſelf, as if He and His were arraigned ”4 Lying 
and Calumny, &c. whereas the Repreſenter ſpoke only is 
general, without ſo much as hinting upon any party or 
perſon in particuler. But ſurely when after the firſt 
_—_— _ hy" made in _—_— lis —_ of 
Eng preſenter. without telling us the par- 
ticulars why, could yet declare that he would be « 
Turk as ſoon as a Papiſt, if the Anſwerer had rightly re- 
preſented Popery; we mult have as lutle underftend> 
ing, as he allows to the Mobile, not to find that we 
are principally intended in theſe general Declamati- 
ons. He thinks the Anſwerers over ſollicitude to prove 


' his Innocence, may in ſome breed « ſuſpicion of his 


Guilt, But whether it be Innocence or Guilt that 


' makes us {oljcitous to clear = ſelves, we may now 


leave 
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leave the World. to Jude; Qne-ching,:/-I' rake. it, is 
eaſy to bediſterned, - that 'tho our Adverſary Rowls 
in Figures to heighten rhe injuſtice under which He 
and Hu have ſuftered by: Mafreprefpntations, yet he 
throws the Guilt fo famnthyuponthe Churgh of Exe- 
dand, as if he were conſcious of being unjuſt to us all 
the while. . . ECTS 4 123 1f:1c5 
As for the People of our: Communion,:-whom he 

complements under the Title of the Mobele,' we may 
ſay without vanity, that how Acornſully fever the 
Repreſenter treats.them,- we ſhall never'bo aſhamed 
ro compare them with their Neighbours; and that it 
would be a better World for the Repreſultor, if they 
were as ignorant and ſtupid as/he would have them 
thought to be. | . | 

. But no more of what he has faid awnthis fit of An- 
ger; for here's a ſuddervchange; and now-behold him 
-the payelt and merrioſt Man abive, »>He faycles (the 
Anders him to regs "ny rn Shat 
are wot Miſrepreſentess in « riff and ; Wb 
 Miſrepseſenting, *i,4. who do not aogtorwerd 
For indeed he world gladly know who-thofe We are, that 
he minke rot urn'them this vhanks for this fo hind Office-- 
Did he but know the Men, he would newer permis then to 
te obſeured under the general name of We. No, -hz 
mould particualarize theun to the World For why ? 
are 01 ſuch Mey Prodigies of Trath, þ , dl Five 
fit 8 ——n Mon that wrwer miſrepreſented vhe Papifts! 
Wbgi theſe aro admir able Mew indeed, and not 19 be heard 
of every day. Now really this, with all chat: bel 
to. it, 13 aliozyed to be very well for-the kind, - and 
much. the better, becauſe i more and move appears, 
that tho he-can be angry without a cauſe, yet'a fmall 


matter 
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matter will pa him again. For. he is delighted 
beyond meaſure with wondting: wh6. theſe He are, 
and wiſhes there be av 1iftake init and makes it bard 
10 ittagsw4 who thay ſboutd be : But Ple: warranedtin, 
he has *etmpreſently, as hard as it is. Forin the ve- 
ry' next place he tries. whether the Anſwerer by his 
We, ſhould mean We Proteſtants. And that is a 
preacher gueſs foruhe Firſt; Bar then atas | 'who 
can bolfeve' ity: that H/4Proveſtants /bonid be ru bfiffe 
preſonerrs ? He, for bir py, Would willingly giye 
ſothevhing; fr the {qphir of cv Map rhut ebirks fo, who 
woult be the greurrſt bbjroprefinrey of Ah 1 rourh-. 
ing for the Trurh of All het bar bthnitvivelened aganaſh the 
Papiſts theſs hmilr ob and forty yews> Wiey then; furcs' 
ly,. they are fryt Wer Proteſhmes: Bat fot alt that, 

conſideration, - he thinks' he trfay take it for. 
granted thar they ate We Proteſtints. For the An» 
{werer vindivetes Proceffants,and for hintſelf, owzinay 
ſwear he's « ftanb Fewe Proteſtant, us never forapling 
at axy thing that's for running dow the Papiftt, thy it 
be nn with and collogaing the Fanzrichs. 
And thus the Anfiveret coming crofs'in/his way, his 
Fit takes\him pain; - for he' cannoe: abide che- An- 
fwerer, andfo\there'san end of his Mirth! Andnow: 
in ſober ſadneſb we woft /uppoſe that the Arfwerers 
We; are Wr Proveſtanrs. Fot whielt reafort che Re- 
preſemer begins the World again, and is refolved to 
prove out: of the Sermons and Books of P 
that We Proteſtants ate Miſteproſenters: Ando he 
falls workabout ivinigdodearaeſt through the re- 4 
maining pate bÞ lis:Book, Now Þ am: ſo far: fron 
being arigty: with hin for this, thatT rather wilh 
ſome.merty Youth-were to take himrup here, to r6+ 
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quite his Railery, and keep up the good humour a 


little longer. And if it ſhould come into any Bodies 
Head hereafter, 'who is given that way, ' to lay the 
Pleaſant and the' Angry Repreſenter together, as it 
might be done: The Jeſt would go rarely forward, 
and that to ſome Bodies coſt too, that may be thinks 
little on't. | 41 FI 
For, was it not the Repreſenter that would be: glad 
tokyo who theſe Men' are that! do not or reſent 
Papiſts, theſe Admirable Men that are not to be heard of 
every day ; theſe Men, 'that were he but aſſured. of the 
Being of ſuch Men, he ſhould begin to think Aſttea. was 
returned again ! Did heinot withto know thei, . that. 
he might. partics/arize them to the World, 'nay and 
have their Names Blazoned in every Sheet upon Pillars 
eretted to their Memory ? Yes ſurely, this was the Re-- 


preſenter himſelf. Why. then, Dear Sir, be hap 


and-joyful, for many, ſuch Aumireb/e Men, as theſe, 
are i-bting 1 aſſure you, ard ta:br\heard of every day ;\ 
Butbecauſe it will be too —_ acharge to erei# Pillars. 
for *em- All, I ſhall at preſent recommend but two of. 
*xm to your Acquaintance, who are pt 
larized to the World, by the Names of the Firſt and 
Secoui Anſwerers to A Papiſt Miſrepreſevted: «nd Re- 
eſented,' What pity is it-that ſuch Friends ſhould 
be obſcured fo long under the general Name of We, and: 
be no better known to one another ? Theſe, Sir, are: 
the Men whom you deſire to honour, as if they were: 
made)oh. purpoſe for it. Forwhy ?-'Tho _— 
go for as 
a matter, = they have a notable Quality be- 
es, never to think 0 eſenting_ the Chareh of 
Rome, without preving what they ſay. Why, ow. 
IIHF : they 


—— ” - - 


en IS it. Eo ts. tn... 


»” WF. Wy >» M9 Te a7 


— yy Yy a. Sond oo oa ny 


An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reply. 

they have been lately tryed upon no leſs than Thirty 
ol Seven Points of Popery ; and have born the Tetit 
of a ſevere, watchful, - double-dealing Adverſary ; 
and one as vehemently deſirous to find falſe Repre- 
ſenters among Proteſtants, as you can be to know the 
true ones.” Now, Sir, judg if theſe two are not 
likely to prove Right and True Men : For the Ad- 
verlary is tothis day roaming up and down amongſt 
other Mens Books to get Proteſtant Miſrepreſentati- 
ons for them to Anſwer ; a plain ſign, you will ſay, 
that he has found none of their own to call them to 
an Account for. And ſo haying found out your Ad- 
mirable Men for you, I wiſh you much joy of one 
another... | 

Now this is too Blunt, I confeſs, to go for Railery; 
but 'tis Tre tho, and that's almoſt as good : And the 
Repreſenter may ſee by it how another would have 
handled him upon. this matter, if he had not by good 
fortune-filPn.in my way. It is to me a moſt - unac- 
countable thing, why the Repreſenter ſhould ſearch 
for more and more Miſrepreſentations, Miſquotati- 
ons, and ſuch like faults in Proteſtant Authors, and 
forſake the Defence of his own double CharaQters, if 
indeed he' thinks they.may be defended: But if he 
Hoes not think ſo, it were but an honeſt Mans part 


to confeſs it, and then I think the Controverſy were 


at an end, Certainly the deſign of his firſt Book, 
which he ſtill to vindicate, was to give us 
an account of the DoQtrines and Pradtices of the 
Church of Rome, upon which ſcore he took upon him- 


ſelf the Title of a Reprefenter. *Fis true he pre- ' 
tended to diſpute for them too ; but that deſign fell 


to the ground upon the firſt Attempt that was made 


| upon 
» 


69 


. done once and agam-on our behalf. And therefore 


An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Rephy. 
upon-him, and I believe he will hard! to take 
grate] But rhen-ro- i[foſbrate coho 
part, he ſhewed en the' other ſide how Proteſtants, ss 
he ſays, have Miſrepreſented Papifts. So-that here 
was a ſolemn Controverſy begun upon. {o-many ſeve» 
ral points, about Repreſenting and Miſreprefenting ; 
and it was,00c would think; very famly carried on 

be vrns han who we _ ar ny 075 
R ter - point to point, diſcoverin | 
need was, his Adanuicis and Paltacies 3n borh 
ſides, mending, his CharaRers, and giving a eorret 
and plain accountof the DvQtrinesand icooof the 
Church of Rome, in-oppoſition to- that lute aid de- 
ceitful account thereof. which the Repreſeaer had 
publiſhed. The ſum of the performancewasroſhew 
how much and no more'-we abſolutely charge-upon 
the Church-of Rowe, and in matrers of c not fo 
clear as the:reft; how far andi mv! farther weadccule 
chem; every Particular being/guarded with'reaſona- 
ble Proofs and Feſttmonies.. 'The ſecond Anſwerer 
perceiving"into-what miſtakes -rhe Repreſencer was 


.wandring, by confounding the proper Subjett of Re- 


prefentation, with SubjeCts of Diſpute; wenr 'as-par- 
ticularly tlrouph all the 'pointrs, - 'and plainly diftin: 
guifhed thoſe things under-every one; * Nbw would 
not any Man of common ſenſe imagine, that, if the 
Diſpute were pertinently_ carried! on, the Queſtion 
muft be this, Who- the-trueſt account of: the 
Faith and Worſhip'of the Church off Rome, the Re- 
preſenter, or the Anfiverer ?' And if it -were perti> 
nently managed, that-this Queſtion maſt be driver 
through all the Thirty Sevew Points, as it' has been 
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19: what cad the Reprefenter ſhould trouble himſelf 
to 6nd put new Reprefentations.in the Books of other 
Proteſtants, & Man.may well wonder for a while,tho 
at aft be will.ſcrtlewpan the true Reaſon, that the 
Repeeſcnter was Sick of defending his own. 

If 3t be aid, that one part of his buſineſs at leaſt, 
goes forwards ſtill, which wasto ſhew,that ſome Pro- 
teſtants have been Milſrepreſenters ; I deſire it may 
be conſidered roo, whether this was not in order to 
theſctling of a clear and indiſputable account between 
vs, what are, -and what are not the DoQrines and 
Practices of the Church of Rowe, as to the Thirty 
Srvon Points, For granting now, (and *tis 4 008 
hrge Grant rq be made at once) that the Repreſenter 
did fincerely "give in his own former Proteſtans 
thoughts of —_ and (as far as he could under- 
ſtand them) thole apprehenfions what Popery is, 
which lay in the Heads of the Vulger; then fo far as 
the Anſwerers conftefied this was rot a true Repreſea- 
tation, if Proteſtanes did thus charge the Chyrch of 


Rome, © fark fay they complied with the Repreſens - 


ters;defign,. which, was to correft fich, if there were 
any: ſuch miſtakes going amangit Proteftants, . But 
fo tar as they owned thecharge.1n the Proteliant Cha- 


rater. to be goodagaintt the Church of Rowe,. if the 


Repreſencer diſpwned it, be had jn.this caſe nothing 
to-do, bat to confute their Teltimonies; andso ſhew 
that 10 thoſe particularsas well as if athess,lais Chareb 
was MiſrepreRated,. And therefore.if be had, beea 


fincere, the Controverſy had pr & thays og; his 


fide ; and nothing could have divenced hin from. proy 
creding io this manner, tf be bad. þgea.able 19 make 
avp thing of ww. Bur mnftcad of. this, be haator lame 


time - 
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time forſaken his Thirty and Seven Chapters, and em 
ployed himſelf in turning over ſome Books of Prote. 
ſtagts, to find out ſuch Sayings as he thinks there is 
ay colour to call nn ; nay, heis fan 
ſo low as to pick out what Mi/quetations of Authors 
he can find amongſt them, and to tax them here ' and 
there for Hiſtorical Paſſages. 
- Butdidever either of his Adverſaries undertake to 
juſtify all that any Proteſtant Divine, or Hiſtorian has 
at any time faid in oppoſition to Popery ? Or, was it 
not poſſible to give a more honeſt account of Popery 
than he did, to diſcover his fallacious way. of repreſen- 
ting his own Church, and the true ſtate of - the Que- 
{tions that have been hitherto diſputed, without ſuch 
an undertaking? Nay have not his Anſwerers effeQu- 
ally done it, .without any ſuch undertaking ? ſo effe- 
efbea the defence of his double 
Chara&ters under the Thirty Seven Points ? Why then 
muſt they be boundto Anſwer for all that every Pro- 
teſtant has ſaid againſt the Church of Rome ? Will he 
anſwer for all the Popiſh Miſrepreſentations of Prote- 
ſants, that I can bring before him ? I ſhall try him a 
lirtle as to this before I have done: And I think with 
ſome better Grace, than this Task has been put upon 
us withal, For if it be but a mean way of carrying 
on the Controverſy, as I confeſs it is, yet he has for- 
ced us to it by inſiſting upon it ſo obftinately, that 
we havenow noother way to let him fee the incon- 
veniency of it, but by turning itupon himſelf, And, 
which is ſomething too, we have cleared our Hands 
of him as to the Original Controverſy, for he has 
dropt that quite away, and fo having no Arrears to 
be re ed with, we may handlomly enough talk 


L with 
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with hn upon this new $corez and I: will venture 
before-t.and ro ſay thus much, that he is likely. to be: 
as deep'in' our Debt- for this, as he-is for his firlt deal- 
ings with us. - Nor amT atraid thus to ſpeak my be- 
lief in this matter, tho he ſeems to-have taken up a 
way of writing now, that will not fail him. in hatte ; 
for as long as he can but find out any-new fevere Say- 
ings of Proteſtants againit Popery, 'tis but furniſhing 
out a new Book with em, and he may as well call it 
by the Title of a Fifth or a'Sixth Vindication of him- 
{elf, as by any other Title whatſoever. Nay the Vin- 
dication will go forward, it he can but find out a YVul- 
gar Head without a Name, toay that he believes the 
Popiſh Sermons are in an Unknown Tongue, or any 0- 
ther thing as extravagant as that. 

But tho it be no part of our bulineſs to bring off e- 
very thing that has been {aid or done by Proteſtants, 
yet I ſhall a little examine what our Repreſenter has 
charged thoſe with, whom he has ſingled out tO Cx- 
poſe them to the World. For I am much miſtaken if 
even here, he has not expoſed himſelf a great deal, 
more than any Body elſe : Since he does often take 
the liberty to fill up his Tragical Declamations againſt 
Proteſtants, by ſpiteful ConſtrauQtions, weak Interen- 
ces, and now and then by falſe Accuſations, which is 
never more intollerable, than when a Man is in the 
ſame Breath exclaiming againſt the Miſrepreſentati- 
ons of others. For my own part, where his Accuſ7- 
tions in whole or in part fall juſtly, there ſhall they 
lye for me, nor will I make another Man's Fault my 
own by going about todefend it. And if he had ta- 
ken the fame care not to make himſelf Guilty, by 
accuſing the Innocent, he had _— off be wn 
| | this 
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this Theme of Arraigning particular Men, as wild 
as it is. 

. He begins firſt with Surchiffs Inference from Aquinas 
which I confeſs is a very filly one ; thoT think it had 
been not only for Setcliffs credit that this matter had 
been let alone, but for. Aguizas's too, whoſe Principle 
is.no very wiſe.one. . But I ſee no reaſon why the An- 
fwerer ſhould have been aſhamed to print it over > 
fince hedid it only to ſhew that Sugcliff inferr 
Accuſation by Conſequence from what an Author = 
their own had ſaid, but not to juſtify the Inference. 
And for any thing the Anſwerer has 4d, the Repre, 
eater > a liberny1ogo on with hjs. change of” Iemg« 
rance or Malice. againſt him. that: drem.the Conſequence, 
to call him a Fool in this buſipgſs, if he believed the 
Conſequence to be Good, on a Kaye if he did not, 

But I would: ra gs Þ know how yon wn Repreſenter can 
clearhimſelf from _ Miſrepreſentationin the nexs 
Kaſtance, where fallung) _— oh the Re- 
pre enting Catechiſm for charging thevs with. pray 

he makes it tohea Crime, which his, 0 
Anfirocer had:clearedthem from, in faying,that we-do 
not charge them with. ito Inaages: mithout any far 
ther Refſpett, For = rn 206 t6 Images, and 
yet not pray-tothem. wiwhouravy.farthor-Reſpeit 3 This 
Lould make one. believe that he wnites, only; for 1 
Aobile, in,whoſt Heads thi 
Bur *tis-not ſo.honeſt tho, zalip in. a-dden. chap 


complains of: Miſrep ions, But: by. dhis:time; 
Khepe, he is made. le offhis milcagrigge hers, b 
what.the Author. of that Catechiſm has don@tg aſia 


e. And ſoEpals over. this. complaint, and 
the next. 
| Which 


his Ct 
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Which is of a Sermon that charges them with pray- 
ing to Reliques too, Now whether the Preacher had 
any particular Teſtimonies that there are ſome a- 


- ongſt them who do ot enly Worſbip, but likewiſe call P. 20. 


upon Martin's Boots, &e, I know not, and therefore 
cannot at preſent paſs S&emence apainft hims efpeci- 
ally. finge I am well aſſured that the Council of Trews ; 


coridemas thoſe in general;tiho affirms that rhe Memoties onanning 
of the Stiwts are in vain frequintta, for the obtaiting of &ion of Emus 
brlp from their Reliques, and other their ſacred Mons Hi mhenencs 
"0? gp png __ [ 2 and See Diſs -; 
s Brtecbts,, rc. are t Sairtts, E*2. of Dory. 
tg ch are hot only #o be Ark, mack Council 5 - -_— 
omni, fr war ſep res, Th 
ted a taining help tre - Thi 
I think, is 00 Miftepreſenexroon; no ry Iuterptetition, — 
no Imputatzon upon them from Jqworetce vr Mallee 18 
aq he Conſequence. |: ny 
' In thenext up yr ren of room #0 1- 

alplaters, is made a Mi cater for laying, that 
the common Anſwer, of Catholicks, that their Advra« 
tion of the Buchariſt cannot be Idolatry,..is, betauſs 
they belitve the Bread to br God, juſt a5 the Worſbiphtys 
of the Swn; believed vhe San ts be God s whetteas the 
Catholicks do wot belitve tht Bread to be God, &t. T0 
which I ſay, 'tis ſo covoth known that Papi 
believe (as they tell us) the Bread to be Tanſub/ 
{we has if- che Anafiverdr's Words bens they are 
here fet down, 'tis yet a mere Cavil to preterd that 
he would lnfquas . as if the Papiſts believed that 
which oy be Bread, as we —_— is -1 
more, ne Argument is t bhelt-ri 
take, who believed the Sun che Gal, d tit excuſe 

' 2 _ 
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their worſhipping the Sun-from being Tdolatry ; nei- 
ther will their miſtake, who-believe,what, they wor- - 
ſhip to be Bread no 'loriger, but God, excuſe them, 
if it be Bread ſtill. But I ſuſpect the Words are more 


clear and fult inthe Anſwerer, - at leaſt,” I make no 


doubt that:they are ſufficiemly ſecured from the Re- 


_ preſenter's Interpretation'of-chem, - by other-Paſſages 


1n Connexion. For. the-Repreſeanter has not referred 
us to the Page, where he has picked up this Excepti- 


' on, which omiſhon T believe was deſigned, becauſe 


Pag, 21, 


he has negleQedſuch-reference in four or five Inſtan- 
ces:more:. -But th6'I have.nupog-this diſadvantage pi- 
ven him a particular Anfwer-here, yet Ido not intend 
to uſe himto it. ' For the employment he has found 
out for us at preſent, is not of that weight, that I 
{hould-be obliged-to turn over whok Books, and ſome 
of 'en SCenatankivny tb find out a ſingle Paſ- 
fage that he thinks fit to carp at: And-theretore; ar 
preſent; Twill not be coricerned with the Vindicati- 
on of thoſe Deduitrve Abſurdities, which Dr. St. would 
perſwade to be Dottrines of the Roman Church : -For 
the Repreſenter here refers to tht general current of his 


. Diſcourſe;) and whith.is yet more unreaſonable, has 


' given mea whole Book written'in confutation' of the 


P.22,23924- 


Door to anſwer. For the like reaſonas he has referred 
the proof of « hundred and fifty Lyes (without giving 
one Inſtance)againit John Fox's As and Monuments 
to-the Exemen of John Fox's Calendar; p. 3. p. 4t2. 
ſo do I-too. Thus alſo the Arch-Biſhop of Fork miſ- 
quoting St. Thomas and Bellarmine; and olth Dy. Willets 
proof out of St. Bernard, that the Pope is Antichriſt ; 
and Bp. Tajlpr's mifquotations and corruptions of Au- 
thors, which ſome 4»/werer of his has made _ 

-” I 
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An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's laſt Reply. 
ſhall with all the reſt of this kind, paſs off together 
without any further notice. For Kill I fay *us: too 
hard an -Impoſition, tor thc Repreſenter in a few 
Lines to oblige us to read over ſo many Books ; and 
which is by no means to be ſubmitted to, unleſs the 
Fate of the cauſe depended upon it, which I am not 
yet cdnvincedit does. And therefore once again,. 
muſt defire him to give in his particular Exceptions 
againſt our Authors in their own Words, if he thinks 
fit to go 0n 1n this way, and to tell us the particular 
- Page or Seftion where ſuch Paſſages. are:to be found ; 
and then-he ſhall have my. Judgment in the caſe: But 
if he leaves all upomhis own and his Friends credit, I 
{hall be ſo civil as to do ſo tdo. « 

-F-come now- to his charge- upon - Dr. Tillorfor, for 
abuſing-Eſtizs ; but whether Eftius be not more obli- 
ged to Dr. Tillotſon than to the Repreſenter, I leave it 
to others-to judg,. when I. bave.given a particular ac- 
count of this matter; Ido. acknowledg that thoſe 
Words cited by the Repreſenter arein Eft; ; but tho 
I:cannot ſay whether the Dr. minded them or not, yet 
L believe it will either way appear, that the Repreſen- 
ter had but little reaſon to make this an Inſtance of 
our endeavouring #0 prove ſome Folly upon the Papiſts, 
out of their own Authors, and then bringing in the Au- 
thors quite contrary to-their own ſenſe and words. Eſtius 
concludes that the Fire which the- Apoſtle ſpeaks of, 
1 Cor. 3. 15. is the Fire of the Day - wtigment,which 
ſhall prove every Mans work, and parge that which is 
not already purged. And at length he comes to —_— 
of the Purgatory of Souls after this Life, which ſeems 
not only not to be ſupported, but to be overthrown alſo by 


this place of the. Apoſtle finte the whole purgation is __ 


V. 
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wed to the laſt Fudgment. To this he anſwers, that 
thas much is manifeſt againſt the Seftaries, from his In- 
terpretation of the place, that in the World to come ſome 
Sins are to be forgruen, viz. theirs who ſball be purged 
and ſaved by Fire. Nor, ſays he, does it follow from 
the Purgatory Fire * the laſt aay, that no Purgatory of 
Souls is left before that day, any more than it follows from 
the Purgatory of Souls, that there is no purging in this 

ife ; which, allowing for the principles of his 

h, is with the reſt that follows to thi 


| a good and folid Anſwer to the foreſaid Objeftion. 


And this was the DoCtor's Ground for ſaying, that 
Eſtius contents that it cannot be concluded from hence 
that there is no Purgatory. But then he goes on, Be- 
ſides, we know that as the Scripture often leaves a 
particular ment to be underſtood, under « general 
Fudgment, andfrom the luſt day in which all ſball be judg- 
ed, will have the day of _ onts Death to be under ftvod 
in which each Maw is judged. by himſelf; ſo from the 
Fire that is to go before the Face of Chriſt at the general 
Tudament, and to purge whatſoever at that time remains 
to be purged, it lewues 4 certain Fire to be\underſtood, in 
which « particular Fadgment is exerciſed for the purging 
arp or Then come in the 
words cired by the R nter. Wherefore by this 
wer the Puniſhment of Souls in P & well and (0- 
lidly gathered. But how 1s it well and ſolidly gathered 
this way ? - Does Eftrs fay that the pumſhment of 
Souk in P = __ in, or thar mn dors any 

follow that genera ing which is to be 
arid Day of Judgment ? No, bs bye not a word 
thae looks thisway ; but only that one leaves the 0+ 


. ther tobe underfiood, that is to ſay, if x Man has a 


mind 
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An Anſwer tothe Repreſenter”s laſt Reph. 
mind ſo to underſtand it, but not elſe. For *tis a 
ithame to repeat that, becauſe where the Scripture 
ſpeaks of a general Judgment, it ſuppoſes that we 
muſt dye firſt ; therefore when it tube a general 
Purgatory of Men, it leaves a Purgatory of Souls be- 
forchand to be underſtood, or well and ſottdly gathered. 
But the Repreſenter will ſay, the Queſtion is not whe- 
ther Eftius's way of gathering Purgatory from this 
Text, be good and ſolid ; but whether Ef;*« does 
contend for no more than that Purgatory cannot be 0- 
vertbrown by it, as the Dean pretended. TI grant 
this to be the Queſtion, andit fhall have an Anſwer, 
if it has not had it already. Whether the-Dean made 
the fame obſervation that T have made upon this my-« 
fterious buſineſs, I cannot certainly fay, having never 
ſpoken wich him about it : But I preſume he did, 
becaule it with clear him from - an Jn matter” of 
blame, in. taking no notice of the Paſſage cited by the 
Repreſenter. The Caſ& in ſhort is this, Es was very 
clear imthis Roint, that St. Paw/ does nov here ſpeak of 
« Purgatory. of Souls, but of that Fire which is to- prove 
the mor koft All at the day off Tudgment. But. then he 
mult guard himſelfas wellashe conld fromthe charge 
of interpreting this-place, otherwiſe rhan the Letrns 
had:interpreted it at Plorevce; which made: tt necefſa« 
ry: for himto-bringin his thied Queſtion, Ar & qro- 
»odo probetur, whether and\how-it can-be proved from 
this.place, that there is.a Purgatory-for Souls after this 
Life, inipurſuances of whic —_ heſays what 
we: have already cited. Now, although ir-hisInter- 
pretationof this Toxt, he coul#own, as he:did, with 
; modeſty and/geed reaſon; that he-did? not- fok 
Beliaronine, Lenſam, Views; ra" all 

things ; 


*. 
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things ; yet when the. Name of a Council lay croſs to 
him, no other kind of mcdeſty would ſerve but ſome 
appearanceat leaſt offubmiſſion to it. And therefore 
oblerving that the Latin Fathers thought that Purgats- 
ry was to be eſtabliſhed upon this place, tho the Greek Fa- 
thers diſſented; he alio rbought itneedful to gather it 
as well axd ſolidly as he could, from this place too. For 
by that time he had done his beſt, provizg was dwind- 
led to gathering; and to ſuch a way of gathering too, 
that, the premiſes being conſidered, I leave it to all 
impartial Men to conſider, whether ſo Judicious a 
Man as Eſftizs was, contended for the point; or rather 
if the modeſt Eſtius, inthe ſtrait he was in, did not 
chooſe to talk bencath himſelf, in compliance with 
the Latin Fathers at Florence. So that at laſt we have 
here an Example of the Servitude of Ingenuous Minds 
in the-Church of Rowe; but not of charging Folly upon 
the Papiſts out of their own Authors. For this was that 
which the Dean declined the doing of; whereas if he 
had ſaid, Nay, All that Eſtius contends for from this place 
#, that it cannot be concluded from hence that there is no 
Purgatory, altho he makes a hard ſhift to avoid falling 
foul with the Florentine Conncil; here had then been 
no colour for accuſing him of Miſquotation, it had 
alſo done his buſineſs as well ; only this had been to 
charge Folly upon Eſft;#s, and upon the Latin Fathers 
too, which it ſeems the Dean had no mind to do. 

I proceed next to his Charge upon the Author of 
The Devotions of the Church of Rome. And firſt he 
accuſes him of quoting Eſcobar for that which he does 
not ſay in the PIACE cited ; nay, there is not one word 
of it to be found in him there. Now to know whether 
this be ſo or not, it is but fair to take the whole Pal. 


ſage 
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ſage of that Author, for which he refers us to Eſco- 
bar, and not as it is lily; gelt by the Repreſenter. 
The Paſſage is this : They tell us there is a vaſt number 
of Sins in their own Nature Venial, which are ſo wery 
inconſiderable that an infinite Number of them altogether, 
will not deprive a Man of the Grace and Favour of God, 
or make up one Mortal Sin; and for the pardon of which 
there is no need or occaſion for the Mercy of God. Now 
Eſcobar in the place cited, Trat#.2. Exam.1. Chap.4. in 
anſwer to that Queſtion, N. 15. Whether many Venial 
Sins of themſelves, and formally ſpeaking ,can make up one 
Mortal Sin ? ſays thus, No, becauſe innumerable Venial 
Sins do not deprive a Man of the Grate of God. But the 
Repreſenter will not allow, that there is oze word of 
that Paſſage, at leaſt, to be found there, that for the par- 
don of ſuch Sins there is no need, or occaſion, for the Mer- 
cy of God. Put I am ſure the thing is to be tound there; 
For he ſays I. 1. that aVenial Sin is that which does 
not render a Man worthy of Eternal Puniſhment : And 
now ifinnumerableSinsof this ſort donot of themſelves 
make up one Mortal Sin, I think it is plain that take 
them altogether, and there is no occaſion for God's 
Mercy inthe pardon of them,unleſs it be Mercy topar- 
don where there is nodeſert of Puniſhment.” Tistrue, 
Eſcobar ſays that they are worthy of Temporal Puniſh- 
»ent: but our Author was not obliged to take any no- 
tice of that, becauſe that which he complained of 
was not, that theſe DoQtrines brought Mens For- 
tunes, in this World, into danger ; but that by -rea- 
ſon of *em , Men are in wonderful danger of being cheat- 
edin a matter of ſo great moment as their Eternal Sal- 
vation. So that altho the Repreſenter profeſles 
that this DofFrine « contrary OP Belief, yet, at 


leaſt, 
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leaſt, he muſt confeſs that it was not contrary 
to Efcobar's ; and- therefore that he hath wronged 
our Author in charging him here with Miſquota- 
tion. 

The ſame Book ſays in another place, p. 56. That 
their ſaying the ſame thing ſo vften over, in their Jeſus 
Pſalter, i not contrived to help and affiſt attention, &c. 
but out of pure Vanity and Oſtentation, or as it were to 
flatter our B. Saviour, or the Saint they pray to. And 
this the Repreſenter calls +hrow1ng Dirt blindfold, &c. 
and ſuch Miſrepreſentiog, that if the State or Civil Go- 
vernment Were ſerved there would be 4 —— 2t 
the end of it. By which, I gueſs, he would be con- 
tent that the Author were hanged. But one would be 
willing to know firſt what he has done to deſerve ir. 
Why, {ays the Repreſenter, Thi is the Reaſon he gives 
of our Devotion. What? that all who uſe thoſe 
Forms of Devotion which the Author cenſares, have 
no other End or Intention, but pure Vanity and Often- 
tation or Flattery ® foi the Reprefenter would 
infinuate : - But, as I ſhall make appear, the Author's 
meaning was that the Repetitions themfelves: which 
he ſpake of, were purely wajn, ud do not ferve to any 
god and prudent End: For which he chiefly blames 
the Contrivers of 'em, as the words plainly enough 
thew. But what reaſon he had to _ was laid 
down juft before tm theſe words, ir Manuals of 
Devotion are fo full of Tautologies, aud vain Repeti- 
tions, thay they muſt needs come under thy cerifure of our 
B. $auiowr, Marth. 6. tho they -nfe his holy Name. 
For fo in the felus Platter, at the end of the Manuat 
of Prayers ard Litanies, printed at Paris, jy Ep lifh, 
Au. +682. in a Litany of Fifteen Petitions, the Name 
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An {nſwer to the Repreſenter”s laſt Reply. 
Jelu i repeated over above 130 times: And in the 
ſame Book, in the Litany of the B. Virgin, they pray to 
her by 40 ſeveral Names, being only ſo many diſtinit 
Praiſes of her. Now this the Repreſenter thought 
fit to ſuppreſs, which would have ſhewa that he did 
not make Vanity, &c. to be the Reaſon of the Peo- 
ples Devotion, but that he charged their Fornis of 
Prayer with vain Repetitions. And here the Repre- 
ſenter ſhould have ſhewn, if he wete able, that rhe 
Repetitions mentioned 'do- not fall under . our Savi- 
our's prohibition of vain Repetitions; that they 
could be cortrived for fone good and: prident End ; 
that they ſerve to any thing better than Oftentati- 
on or Flattery : Here, I fay, heſhould have employ- 
ed his Skill, and told us what are vain Repetitions, 
if theſe are not. But this was ſomething a harder 
Task, than to rake a — by it ſelf, without that 
Corinexion which would have explained it, and to 
repreſent the Author by it as odiouſly as he could, 
For, I fay it again, he does not ttiake Varity, &c. 
the Reaſon of their Peoples Devotion, even: in uſing 
theſe vain Repetritions. But indeed he ſays plainly 
enough, that they are fo contrived for Vanity, and 
Oſteatation or Flattery, that they are not Helps, but 
Hinderances to Devotion, But however, does not 
this Author make Vanity to be the Exdand Reaſon 
of their Contrivance, who compoſed thoſe Forms ? 
No, not that neither ; for tho chas Expreflion owt 
of pure Vanity, &c. be, I conitets, ſomething obſcure, 
and ſcems to look that way, yet it was not his 
meaning, as any my will ſay is plain beyond all 
Exception, that conſults the whole place. For thus 
begins that. particular to _ this Paſſage belongs. 
M 2 
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Seventhly, Their Manuals and Books of Devetion, 
which they give their _ to read inſtead of the Scrip- 
ture, which they forbid to be uſed,. tho they may 
DESIGN THEM AS HELPS, yet I 
muſt range them amongſt the Hindrances of Devotion. 
By which it is evident, that he meant not to charge 
even the Contrivers of theſe Tautologies, with any 
deſign to lead the People to Vanity, becauſe he ſup- 
poſes that they might deſig» them as Helps, and not 
Hindrances. The Book which he carps at,is written 
with great Judgment, and no leſs Modeſty ; as one 
may diſcern by this, that the Repreſenter could 
not find a more convenient Paſlage for his Anger to. 
work upon, than that which we have ſeen. But 
we mult not forget that heis all this while making 
good his Title of a Repreſenter. 

And now the Biſhop of Kzlmore is called to account 
for miſrepreſenting the Papiſts, by putting them 
upon the ſame File with Infidels and Pagans. For, 
as Delphos worſhipped Apollo, &c. So, in Popery, 
England worſhipped St. George, &c. And as the 
Pagans had their Gods for the ſeveral Elements, 
for Cattleand Fruit, for ſeveral Profeſſions, and ſe- 
wveral Diſeaſes, to pray to: So, in Popery, they have 
one Saint for the Fire, &c. Now if this be miCl. 
repreſenting at all, *tis miſrepreſenting with a wit- 
neſs, z. e. in the Anſwerer's Phraſe *tis miſrepre- 
ſenting in 4 ftrift and proper ſenſe, and in the Re 
preſenter's Phraſe, downright Lying. For I do not 
find that the Biſhop affirms any thing in all this, 
but matter of Fat. But will the Repreſenter ſay 
that Papiſts have not Tutelar Saints for | Coun- 
tries, and ſeveral Saints to pray to, for their Cattle, 


and 
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and the Fruits of the Earth ? Is it true or falſe that 
St. Roch is prayed to in caſe of the Plague, St. Petro- 
nells under Agues, St. Apollonia againit the Tooth-ach ? 
I ſhall expect his Anſwer to this; ard if he dares 
not deny it, as I am perſuaded his Modeſty - will not 
ſuffer him : I ſhall hou ask him. where the miſre- 
preſenting lies? If it befſaid tolye in this, that the 
Biſhop puts them upon the [ame File with Pagans, 
let us ſee how far he does ſo. He had laid down that 
Rule of God's Word a little before, Thou ſhalt wor- 
ſbip the Lord thy God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. 
And then he proceeds to the Compariſon, in which 
indeed he muſt be ſuppoſed to tax the Papiſts 
with contradicting that Rule, by their practiſe 
of worſhipping their diverſity of Saints, no leſs 
than the Pagans by ſerving their ſeveral pett 
Gods. But he is ſo far from ſaying, that in all 
reſpets they are as bad as Pagans, which one 
would underſtand by parting them all upon the ſame 
Nle, that he dces not enter upon a Cotnpariſon 
of Aggravations, in reſpett to this very matter 
of Worſhip; but only ſhews that Rule is viola- 
ted this way, no leſs than that. Now if this be 
a true Charge, I conceive it is no ill manners to 
ſpeak the * Truth in a Caſe of ſuch vaſt Concern. 
If it be Falſe, the Repreſenter had done more 
Service to his Cauſe, and won more deſerved 
Thanks from his own Communion, as well as 
ours, by ſhewing the difference between the one 
and the other, with reſpe&t to that Command- 
ment, than by declining, as he has done, not on- 
Y the Juſtification, but very c_ the Confeſ- 
10 


I 
n too of the Fat upon which the Charge is 
ground- 
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grounded : Inſomuch as they in' whoſe Heads 1o- 
thing lyes diſtin#ly, would be almoſt - perſuaded, 
that the Repreſenter accuſed the Biſhop of dows- 
right Lying, and that perhaps the Papiſts have 
not their Tutelar Saints, and Saints proper for 
ſeveral Occaſions to pray to, as the Biſhop pre- 
tended. But any thing in the World ſhall ſerve 
to {well the Charge, 'when - Proteſtants are to be 
fet out for Mifrepreſenters. 

As little reaſon do I find for his fevere chatge ups 
on the ſame Biſhop, for obſerving that ſome place 
their whole Worſhip of God in Bodily Exerciſe; 
meaning, as I have good reaſon-to offer for it, 
not Af, but Some Papifts. For the Biſhop pro» 
ceeded to lay the ſame charge upon' the Ditſen- 
ters (without any currying I afſure you), may, to' 
thoſe of our Communion alſo, as any one may fee, 
pag. 11. And what was faid- particularly of the 
Externals, in which thoſe Papifts truft, whoſe Re- 
ligion runs out into nothing but External Show, 
ſeems to me to note no more, than the greater 
danger they of the Rowan Communion are in of 
falling into thrs kind of Hypocriſy, by reaſon of 
the vaſt number of Ceremonies and Obſervations 
which they, above all other Chriſtians in the + 
Workd, have brought into Religion. Theſe are 
the Paſſages which Anger and I!|-will have pick'd 
out of the whole Sermon, to expoſe the Biſhop to 
His Majefty's Difpkeaſure ; by winch one may fee 
what little cauſe the Repreſenter had to ſay, that 
he pretends to His Majeſties Word for abuſing them. 
If the Reader defires to know the motives he had 
for Preaching and Publiſhing this Sermon, he. wall 


nor 
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not take them, IT ſuppoſe, as they are Ridicul'd 
by the Repreſenter, but go for "em tothe Preface 
it felf, which declares what they were; and then 
'he will find that the Repreſenter has abuſed the 


Biſhop. 7. | 
Now whereas he found ſume Paſſages - i» the 


Book of Homilies of the ſame ſtrain with what he Pag. 2. 


had noted in the foreſaid Sermon ; the ſame An- 
fiver will therefore ſerve for both : And what he 
adds beſides, in contempt of hoſe Divixes that 
rompiled the Homilies, is as ealtly anſwered with 
Contempt. And {o I come to that hearty. Femily- 


er, which, as he ſays, has raiſed up fronr Turk - 


Pra 
and Pope, defend us Lord, 4 Note or two higher ; 
in as much as it runs thts. O Lord confound Satan, 
Antichrift, with all Hirelings and Papiſts. This 
Prayer, he tells us, ir added to the end of the Singing 
Pſalms, in a Common Prayer Book, Printed at Oxtord, 
in the Tear 1683, in Twekves, by which I gueſs 
he would bring that Univerlity too, - as well as 
the foreſaid Biſho , under His - Majeftics Difplea- 
fire. And. therefore ns Accufation ts not-to be 
ed: 11 over. Now Henry Hills: could have 
nos MS nlon, fatisfaction 1n this matter, if 
Fe had been conſulted. For, upon the beft Inqui- 
ry T can make, T find that no Pſalms, in Twelves, 
were Printed in Oxford before the the Year 1684, 
and therefore no ſuch EInpreflion, as the Repre- 
fenter means, could be there-in 1683, 'But-this is 
fot all: for neither had thoſe Printed ' in 1684, 
that hearty Family-Prayer, which he tatks of, But 
the Truth of the Cale. is this, Henry Hills, or he 
and his Partners, had Printed theſe, very Pſalms, in 


'Twelves:- 
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Twelves, which the Reprelenter .mentions, and 


that to a vaſt number, as I am informed by thoſe, 


who will make it out, if it be required. Now 
if Henry Hills bound up his Pialms with the Ox- 
ford Common-Prayer Books, the Univerſity. is np 
more to an{wer for that, than if he had bound 
up his own Life with one of them. .It is ſuch a- 
nother Suggeſtion the Repreſenter offers at in a 
Marginal Note elſewhere, where he makes the 
Fire of London to be imputed to the Papiſts, in 
the Plates of the Common-Prayer Books Printed at 
Oxford, An. 1680, For no ſuch Plates were Prin- 
ted there, however they came to be bound up with 
ſome Common-Prayer Books Printed that Year at 
the Univerſity. I am apt to think Henry Hills is 
able to give as good an account of this too, as a- 
nother. And I believe he can gueſs very nearly 
who did not only Print fince 1678, but has alfo 


very lately Sold, a certain Confeſſion of Faith, as 


hearty as the foreſaid Family-Prayer ; for there 1do- 
laters and Hereticks, Papiſh and Ana-baptiſts, are 
all put together, as Limbs of Antichriſt. But ſome 
Men take themſelves to be priviledged to do theſe 
bold things themſelves, and to accuſe others of the 


+ like when they have done. I am ſure that either 


the Repreſenter, or he, is not a little to blame 
for theſe unhandſome Inſinuations ; my own ſuſpi- 
cions in this caſe I donot care to tell, and therefore 
T. leave it betwixt them Two, to ſet the Saddle on 
the right Horſe, as the Repreſenter ſpeaks upoa 
another occaſion, 


Ano- 


An Anſwer to the Repreſenter's Jai Reply. $9 
Another way of Miſ-repreſenting them which he com- 
plains of, is i» laying on the colours with ſo much craft thn 
the Papiſts Tenets , that though they are the very ſame, 
with what the mofi ka I hold themſelves, 

et t all appear and monſtrous, as if nothi 
/- reLg —_ Dammation attended their of os 
This, he ſays, wedone in ſeveral inſtances; which makes 
me wonder that he choſe fo unlucky an inſtance, as that 
of our rendring them ſo Vnchriftian, for not allowing Sal- 
vation to any ont of their own Church ; in a word, for damn- 
ing Proteſtants. But do we Milrepreſent them in this 2 
mark how the Repreſenter makes it out, Dr. 7:/otſor in 
the fore-mentioned Sermon, #1verghing againft the Vn- 
charitableneſs of P apiſts — at laff ina rapture of Charity 
concludes, * I have fo much Charity (and I deſire always 
*tohave it) as to hope that a great many among them 
« who live pioufly, and have been almoſt inevitably de- 
* tained in that Church by the prejudice of Education 
«and an invincible Ignorance, will upon a general R& 
* pentance find mercy with God. Now inſtead of this, 
the Repreſenter fed from the DoQtor ſome extra- 
ordinary piece of Charity both for the Reformation and 
example of the Papiſts; and yet, ſays he, after al the 
outcry and busſle, he wont allow one more grain of Merc 
to the Papifts, then the Papiſts do to them, that is one 
to ſuch who baving lived proufly and truly repented of 
their Sins, have an invincible ignorance to attane for all 
other erroars of the underſtanding, which i the very Do- 
frine of the Papiſts, tn reſpett of ſuch who die ont of the 
Communion of their Church. So that we have Mif-re- 

Papiſts in pretending that they do not allow 
as great hopes of Salvation to us continuing and dying 
Proteſtants, as we allow tothem continuing and dying 


N Mow 
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if 
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Now I confeſs I am under ſome tempration to 
ſhew-who is the Mif-repreſenter in the Cafe ; but this 
is ſo good a_ hearing, that I will not go about'to clear 
our ſelves from being Miſ-repreſenters upon this occa- 
fion, but take him at his word, that here we are Mif- 
repreſenters: nay, more than that, I will thank. him 
for taking all opportunities to report us for ſuch Miſ-re- 
preſenters, to the people of both Communions ; for 
thus it may be hoped. that we ſhall never more be 
troubled with: that Argument to perſwade Ours, and 
to confirm His, in the Communion of the Romax 
Church, that ſince we grant the Papiſts a poſſibility of 
Salvation, and they utterly deny a poſſibility of it to 
us, the Communion of the Roman: Church muſt needs 
be the more ſafe, inaſmuch as both parties agree ina 
poſſibility of Salvation in that Churchy but they donot 
both agrce upon ſuch a poſlibility 1a ours. And ſince 
we are proclaimed Miſ reprefenters upon this account, I 
deſire alſo that from this time foreward, the Trade of 
going up and- down with peremptory. denouncing 
Damnation to all of our Communion, may be at an 
end, and never heard of more : And that no advanta» 
ges may be made of our charitable hopes and conceſſions 
1n-behalf of ſome that dye in' the Communion of the 
Church of Rome,ſince it ſeems the Dottrine of the Papiſts 
is the very ſame in reſpett of ſuch who dye out of that Com- 
»union : Or at leaſt, that no regard be given to thoſe 
of the Roman Church who ſhalt hereafter poſitively de. 
nounce Damnation againſt us, ſince the Repreſenter will 
have it that we are as poſitive againſt them, inaſmuch as 
to ſay that Papiſts are guilty of ſins inconſiſtent with Salvas 
tion, is but to ſay, they are danmed in another phraſe. The 
Repreſenter I ſay, who takes upon him to correCt all 


falte notions of Popery, and is therefore much ta blame, 
, if 
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if he be jgnorant of the Do&trines of Popery, has declared 
to the World, that whether in the way of Hoping, or e. :8. 
of Cenſuring, Proteſtants and Papiſts ſay the ſame thing . 
, of each other ; And therefore I think = foreſaid Requeſls 
are very reaſonable ones ; ſo that this one matter is in 
a way of being fairly compounded,and if the Repreſen- 
ter likes it, Tam ſure both parties are well pleaſed. 
For want of other complaints, he takes up one at 
length, which he had dropt ſome time ſince, viz. That 
we rake together ſome odd and extravagant Opinions of © 25 
Some Authors, to ſet them down for the received Doftrine 
of the Church. Which complaint he ſupports by no- 
thing elſe but ſuppoſing that the ſo often-mentioned 
Archbiſhop of York is guilty of thisin citing Bulgradus, 
Gcc. and that this 7s enough to make any extravagancy paſs 
for an Article of Faith. Now he does not ſo much as 
make it appear that this Archbiſhop pretends the Ex- 
travagancies for which he brings thoſe Authorities,to be 
Articles of Faith in the Church of Rowe, But how far 
their Church is chargeable with the ſeveral Extravagan- 
cies of their Authors, and what uſe we may and ought 
to make of their Divines and Caſuiſts, &c. in the Con- 
troverſies now on foot, the Repreſenter has been al- FaP- Mot Mit 
ready told very diſtinly ; and when he thinks fit to, G 2, 5g. 
Reply; he ſhall not want an Anſwer, In the mean SI 
time, totonvince us of the utwarrantableneſs of this 
method, and what a wretched thing it is to charge pri- 
vate DoCtrines upon a Church as Articles of her Faith, 
he brings in a Popiſh Preacher inveighing againſt the ill 
Manners, and eſpecially the difloyalty of Proteſtants, 
upon one paſiage in the Decay of Chriſtian Piety, ano- 
cher in Sir R. Baker, and a third in JFovian. Now [I 
)fay, let them who do thus argue againſt the Church of 
Rome, as he makes his Popiſh Preacher to inveigh a- 
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gainſt us, let them I fay take the ſhame of it. But ' 
tor any thing that he has done hitherto,the men are yet 
to be found out: though I do not know but upon ve-- 
ry diligent ſearch ſome one ſuch or other may be taken 
amongſt us ; and when that happens;he ſhall go for me, 
and keep company with that once Proteſtant who be- 
lieved the Sermons of the Papiſts were made in a lan- 
guage unknown to the. People. Now he confeſles all 
this Zarangue to be a piece of Sophiftry, which he has 
put into the mouth of a Popiſh Preacher : Which is &-- 
nough for me, and I am not at all moved by his pre- 
tending this was done to make us aſhamed of prafti- 
fing it in good earnefF, as he has ſeen and beard that we 
do. . For this is a reaſon I am now pretty well uſed to, 
it being the very ſame wherewith he defends that ri- 
diculous Sermon which he compoſed for the Zealous 
Brother. Aad therefore I ſhall even pin this Farangue 
to the remainder of that Brother's Sermon, that when 
one is called for, the other may not be forgotten. 

And fo at laſt we come to Mif-repreſenting, in re- 
lation to ſome matters of Fatt and Fiiſtory, and here he 
hopes the Reader will diſcover notable things. The 
firſt Mif-repreſentation of this Kind, in which he in- 
ſtances, was the Mif-repreſenting of the Rich Hangings, 
the Maſſy Plate, and other things which Adorned the 
Altars in the times, before the Reformation, the 
Candleſticks, Cruciftxes, and Shrines ; Three Epiſcopal 
Houſes, with Foxr or Five Churches, &c. For theſe 
were Repreſented as Superſtitzow, or Superfiuous, and 
forthwith were immediately blown up. Now a man ſhall 
not preſently find how this comes to be Mif-repreſen- 
ting, the Papiſts in re/ation to ſome matters of Fatt and 
Eiſtory. He names but one Proteſtant, ſpeaking of 
theſe things, wiz. Dr. Heylin, and he too, is brought 

in 
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ig agreeing with the Reprefenter in charging thoſe 
doings upon Covetouſneſs , Ambition and Ewvy-; nor is 
any other Cited as contraditing him. Was not the Re- 
preſenter full of choler and bitternefs,that he muft needs 
eaſe himfelf whether it be in fit place or not 2 IF ſee the 
bottam' of this buſinets plainly enongh: If that Refor- 
mation of Doftrine and Worfhip which-our Church 
made, be not blackened enough already, he is refol- 
ved to charge upon it all the faults of rhe great Men 
that made advantages by the Change. But muſt the 
Vices of the States-men in thoſe days neceffarily affect 
the Reformation 2 Why then” muft nor the Vices of 
Popes affe&t Popery 2 It he has a mind-to it, ler him 
repreſent the former ten times-worfe then they were, 
and when he has done, I will fhew him as many Popes 
wh 5th their own Hiſtorians as really bad, as 
he has made thofe by Fiftion, and this too by Hiſto- 
rians of no lets Credit amongſt them, then Dr. Zeylin 
is with us: The Reprefenter owes us a good Turn, 
and if he can but bring m the word Mif-reprefenting, 
cis all rhe pertinence he cares-for, though it be Mit. 
repreſenting Plate” and Fangings. 


9 


Again , becauſe he fancies that King Hexry the P. 34: 


Eighth wade way for Proteſtantiſm to enter into the 
World ( in which however, he is miſtaken) he taxes 
him boldly of File Extravagancies, the reſpe& that is 
due to Crow#'d Heads, no nor the conſideration of 
that Zize in which this Prince ftood amongſt them, 


being not able to reſtrain him. But where is the 
Mif-repreſentation complain'd of 2 Certainly the Popes- 
Power here might be an Zſ«rpation, though the motive: 


upon which Fexry the Eighth threw it quite off, (as 
it had been curbed by his Ptedeceſſors before”) ſhould 
not prove the beſt in the World : But let the Repreſen- 


ter: 


- 


of 


P. 34- 


P. 35, 
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ter here alfo uſe his.liberty of rendring him as odious 
as be can, remembring all the. while that the Faults of 
that Prince refle& no leſs diſhonour upon the Church 
of Rome, then upon the Church of England, as *tis 
now Reformed : For *tis certain, that in all other 
points.he wasa Papiſt, excepting that only of the Su- 
premacy.; unleſs the Repreſenter will ſay that the 
whole gP their Religion is in effe&t this, that the Pope 
ſhould beall in all, in the Dominions of every Chri- 
ſtian Prince in the World, 

Luther comes next upon the File for Marrying a Nun 
contrary to his Yow of Chaſtity. By which he means 
a Vow of Celibacy, as if the Marriage Vow, were 
not a vow of Chaſtity too. But do not their own 
Divines ſay, that the vow of Continency may be dif- 
penſed with 2 And has not the Pope diſpenſed in grea- 
ter matters ? Had Lyther marryed with his Diſpenſa- 
tion, he had it ſeems committed no fault at all, And 
we are apt to think that if notwithſtanding his Voy, 
he had.good reaſon to marry, he mightdo tt ſafely e- 
nough without the Popes Diſpenfation. But where's 
the Mif-repreſentation now? Why, here's a Vow of 
Continency. Repreſented as a raſh and inconſiderate 
Vow, .and this is Miſ-repreſenting Papiſts in relation ro 
matters of Faft and Hiſtory. And thus alſo honeſt Sir 
Wiliam Mif repreſented Chalices, Croſſes, Images, nay, 
Guineas, &c. Into Popiſh Trinkets and Trumpery, and 
made. them fit for feiltre But-I fay neither was Sir 
William honeſt in doing it, nor the Repreſenter over 
wiſe in. mentioning it here, 

His next Fling is at Sir Richard Baker, who up- 
on the Executions of ſeveral great Men in Queen 
Mary's Reign, chanced. to ffay according to his wonted 
Floquence.: Naw the Catatatts of ſeverity will be o 
R AY ea, 
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ed, that will make it rain Blood: Well, but 'to bring off 
-honeſt Sir Richard for once, he does not fay that. this 
'feverity was Tyrannical or Unjuſt, for if he had, cer- 
tainly the Repreſenter had brought us all under the 
laſh for it: But the ends of theſe great People being 
Tragical, he thought good: to ſet the matter off with a 
:Tragical, or, as the Repreſenter calls. it, a. pat phraſe, 
without any further deſign.” And then as for the 0- 
ther Blood ſpilt in Queen Marys Reign, which he ſeems 
to charge altogether upon Provocations, Tumults, Se- 
ditions, and Rebe/ions ; he is guilty of-the ſame fault, 
which he accuſes Proteſtants. of, viz. - Of Repreſen- 
ting things by halves., Were none put to death in - 
thoſe days but jor ſuch cauſes? Were Cranmer, Ridley, 
Latimer, Taylor, and almoſt .all the 3<o ſpoken of, 
-burnt for Hereſy or not 2 Was not the Queſtion con- 
-cerning the Sacrament of the Alcar,; the burning 
Queſtion 2 For thoſe that were guilty of the  Abuſes 
he mentions, they might thank themſelves, we de- 
fend them not. But what colour is there for Repre- 
ſenting all as ſuch 2 And why will the Repreſenter /put 
-us upon talking of theſe things, who had ſaid nothing 
of them, if he had not forced us to it in-our own de- 
fence. * 
| But toſee now how much there goes: in the telling a 
ſtory : Queen Elizabeth put to death, as he ſays, Two P- 35. 
: hundred: Perſons upon the 7 of Conſcience, without any 
aftual Crime or Miſdemeanour againſt the Ancient Statutes 
of the Land. Two hundred Perſons! Truly I do nat 
know but in her long Reign of about 40 Years,ſo many 
might be put to death. ButI wiſh the Repreſenter,ſince 
he pronounces in general with ſo much confidence,had 
named Ore or Two that were put to death «pox the 
ſeote of Conſcience, and likewiſe what point of Conſcience 
it: 


vs 
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it was. - However ſomething is neceſlary to be ſaid in 
general' Anſwer to that Charge which he plainly in- 
tends, though he would not plainly ſpeak it our, In 
ſhort therefore, about ten Years after the Queen came 


'ro the Crown, Pope Pius Quintus fends over his Bull 


for the Excommunicating and Depoſing her, upon 
which followed the Statute againſt the Execution. of 
it : Which yet ' did not hinder ſeveral Prieſts and Je- 


ſuits from trying to. have it Executed, in purſuance 


whereof the Queens Life was more then once in dan- 
er.. And therefore when no other Remedy would 
erve the turn, all Popiſh Prieſts of the Queens Sub» 


- jefts, were baniſhed under the . Penalty of Treaſon, 


and had forty days given them to prepare for depart- 


ing. This Law was made at leaſt twelve years (1 


believe more ) after the Popes Breves were . ſent his 


'ther: And upon this Law ſome Prieſts that were af- 


'terwards found here, were Executed, and fome were 
not, who though coming into 'Erxg/and contrary to 
the Law, yet withal, giving ſecurity for their dutiful 
Behaviour to the Queen , were , without changi 
their Religion, ſet at libetty : For, if we may be- 
4ieve one that-knew theſe things better then the Re- 
preſenter ſeems to do, though our Princes judged it 
meceſſary for their own fafety, that this Law ſhould 
-continue ith force, yet to'avoid the doing of any thing 
that looked like putting men to death-xpox #he ſcore of 
'Colſetente, they qualified the rigour of i by their own 
Mercy, where a Treaſonable deſign did not otherwiſe 
appear. For when Goodman a Jefuit, was Reprieved 
by King Charles the 1ſt, and the King was Expoſtula- 
ted with by the Parliament about it, he fignifted the 
*caufe ro be this, that Govelman had been found guilty, 
merly as/being a Prieſt, which was the reafon hu 
10g's 
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Jaw. the examples of Ins. Father, King James, and of 
Elizabeth. Now whether we ſhould believe 
King Charles the Martyr, or our Reprelenter, I leave 
others to judge. Thus general. account may ferve for 
his general e; and Ido not think fit to run out 
into more particulars, unleſs the Repreſenter gives oc- 
caſion ; 'but I leave him to conſider ;better of theſe 
things: Avd when he-has done jit, he may perhaps feel 
a little ſhame for baviog ſaid juſt before jn the Cafe of 
Queen , Now one would think to be juff ta Crowned 
Heads, the Blood fbould not be expoſed alone to the Pes- 
ple, but likewiſe the Occafovs aud Prevacations given : 
And in'Queen Blizgbeth's cale | will adde, And the mer- 
fy alſo that was thewn, natwithſtanding thole Occafions 
and Provecatiovs that were gives her. | 

But whereas he calls the. Law. we ſpeak of a Law of 
ber un coutriving, 4 Law ſo cruel that the like is ſcarce 
46, be" found awoug the. Mahometans, who though the 
haye.conguered many Chriſtian Nations, yet wever, as 
has beard of, made it Treaſon for their Natives to profeſs 
their aun Religion, or aint ain their Paſtors. Tokt pals 
the Mi tion fie 4aſinuates, of making it Trea- 
fou'ta profefs-their own. Religion, it would almoſt tempt 
8:maa to frarch the Recards of old Time, ta fea if ſome- 
thing/has not jpaſſed.in the World as ore! as this Law, 
4f it had been executed to the utmoſt _ For 
why ? ſhould: Elaabeth, under whaſc Reign our 
Nation pus ſome Glory abroad, ſuffer nov at 
home the impuratian of. being the maſt Tyrannical 
Prince that ever was in the Warld; beyand the ex- 
amples of Mabemetavs 2! and of Mahometans too in 
their ſeverity towards the Chriſtian: Nations which 
they have Conquered; why, us Rrange indeed, 


and 


King's mercy, and that in this clemency he did but fol- 
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and not to be taken upoh the Repreſenters word : For 
there' ate Annals that ſpeak of a certaiti'Liw,- not in- 


deed for the Baniſhiri"sf people upou #h6'frore of Con: 


ſcience, bur the keeping of then #-home'!tsbe-toraien- 


ted for their Conſcience: Hid'thty been ſuffered to 
uſe the Liberty that, our Saviour once-gave, -of Flying 
into another Country, 'when they were Perfecutedin 
theit own; it had bedrr  favoiit iti comptitlon to the 
reſtraint ; and Death(hid beetia®mereytothe Vegati- 
ons they endured.” - The like to'this indedd'Fs Jedpee' to 
be found even amongft thoſe whom the Repreſenter 
ſpeaks of: And which made the caſe yet harder, this 
People had not tHeſeryed ilf of the; State; they neithet 
fided with Forreign Powers, not with Domeſtic Re- 
bels; nay, they had behaved themſelves ſo well; that 
there was nothing but their Vertue to make them fear- 
ed. But —— that thoſe of them who eſcaped} 
by miracles of Providence,” were well received every- 
where; and eſpecially by a Printe who was not-of their 
Religion, but yer' to his' nmaarned hy gave then, 
Refuge and Relief in his own:Countries. 5 

As to the Powder-Plot which he next mentions 3 
His inſinuation concerning my Lord Cecil, has beers ſo 
often expoſed; and if it were true; is ſo unable to feſſen 
the guilt of thoſe that were-concerned in-it, thatT ſee 
no reaſon why I muſt needs-enter into that Hiſtory : 
We do not charge all of that Communion with: it, but 
we have reaſon vehemently toſtſpeQ-all- that wept a» 
bout ro excuſe, and: poſitively to condemn alt-that 
thought fit to praife the Traytors. / But'if we ſhould 
have charged, as hepretends we do, the Church of 
Rome with this Treaſon, yet I am-confident the Rebel- 
lion of the Wef# ſtands not altogether fo fair to be im». 


puted tothe Church of England : For ſurely there was 
no. 
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no Ad of this Church for the Excommunicating and 
Depoſing of the King ; but jt. was the ſightof the 
Pope's Brief to ſuch a purpoſe as that, Wſpired one of 
the Traytors, as himſelf confeſſed, with thole rhoyghts 
that at laſt ſetled upon the Powder Plot. And Hhink 
it was a Church of England. Parliament, and a Church 
of England Atmy that fo loyally ſerved his Majeſty 
upon that occaſion inthe Wef? : But let the Repreſen- 


ter ſhew, if he can, that the Papiſts were as ſerviceable © 


in the prevention of the Powder Plot. 
We are now drawing to an;end;of a tedious Com- 
plaint, which ſurely cannot laſt-much longer, when he 
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is fain to ſpin it out, with a ſtory' of the /ovg diviliſh Þ: 39. 


Kunrves which Papiſts were ſaid to procure for cutting of 
the Proteſtants Throats. For 1 am ſo perteQ a ſtranger 
to the leaſt report of this matter, till I met with it here, 
that I can ſay nothing toit. As for the Fire of London,that 
I confeſs I have heard of, and likewiſe that many char- 
ped it upon the Papiſts; now for thoſe that did fo, I 
ope I may without offence offer that excuſe for their 
credulity, which I take a hint of from the Repreſenter 
himſelf : It could not be expeRted but that the grief of 
ſo undoing a Calamity in vaſt numbers of fuffering Peo- 
ple, ſhould diſcharge it ſelf in accuſing thoſe as the Au- 
thors of it, who, as they believed, were well pleaſed 
with it : As for the Repreſenter, what his thoughts are 
towards London, he has given us plainly to underſtand, 
in calling it a Proteſtant Sodom, which Heaven con- 
ſumed. Now I dare fay this was not meant for a la- 
mentation over the fins and ſufferings of the City : 
But if men will go on to inſult at this rate, they ſhould 
however , be leſs clamorous againſt thoſe miſtakes 
of which the greateſt occaſions are given by them- 

ſelves. 
O 2 Then 
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Then as to that which he calls a Monftzur's Invention : 
They that gave credit to it, have rhis ro ſay for them- 
ſelves, That Du Moulin's public offer to make full proof 
of his ory, when Authority ſhould require ic, ftood 
many years, even'td6 the day of his deattr; which was 
no improbable argument that he was proyided' with 
reaſonable good teſtimony, though it was not thought 
fit to call upon him for it. This may be faid to ſhew, 
that if there were never ſo many that ſwallowed the 
ſtory, yet this was no reaſon for the Repreſenters furi- 
ous exclamations: For Lam by no means fatisfied that 
they who believed it, did fo i» defiance to all theirSenſes; 
for though there were Aors and Contrivers of the 
Marder of King Charles the Firſt, as public as the noon- 
light, yet I do not feel any ſuch contradiftion in ſuppo- 
ſing that ſome Contrivers there might. be who were no! 
as public as the noon-light: And when the Repreſenter 
thinks of ir better he will fay ſo too, unleſs he will fay, 
that becauſe the Contrivers of that dark Treaſon of rhe 
Powder Plot, were at laft as public as the noon-light; 
therefore that it was in all likelihood a Contrivance too, 
of the good Lord Cecil, cannot be credited, but in deff- 
ance td all our Senſes, And yet after all, how does it 
appear that we have laid any fuch ftrefs upon Du Mous 
lin's Relation, as the Repreſenrter intimates: For my 
own part in all the converſation I have had. amongſt 
Proteſtants, I can remember nothing concerning it, but 
that it has been fometimes a little wondered ar, that he 
awas never required to prove his ſtory. And there- 
fore I doubt the Reprefenter has here plaid the part of 
an unwiſe man, in reviving a ſtory to the diſadvantage 
of the Papiſts,. which died with the firſt report of ir, 
as we thought art leaſt; for unleſs the Reprefenter 
thought we had ſome reaſon to believe it, why _ 
e 


ba 
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he go about to complain that we do believe it? Ithink 
we have been more Juſt to his Party, than he has. 
For our ſenſe as to this matter is, that ſince now the 
ſtory is not capable either of being proved, or diſpro- 
ved, it is to be let fall, and the World is no more to 
be troubled about it ; though whilſt Du Moulin was 
alive, it was not to be expected but that one or 0- 
ther would be harping upon it. 

' At laſt he comes to the Garagantua Miſ-repreſenta- 
tion of them all, that is, the Divine Oates with his Po= © ** 
piſh Plot. And here, as from a Caſtle where he is ſafe 
from all poſſibility of Aſaulr, he bids defyance to us 
with all the Rhetoric, that Anger and Scorn carr in- 
ſpire a man withal. But becauſe he lets fly at the Pul- 
pits for this, and fo makes the Clergy to have given 
what Authority they could to Oztes his lyes from their 
Pulpits, T muſt needs change a word or two with 
him about that in our own Defence, and tell him that 
neither is himfelf of that Credit, nor the thing it ſelf 
ſo likely, but. that it ſtood in great need of particular 
proofs. . I know not but that amongſt Ten thouſand 
Men, here and there one might deliver the news of the 
Pilgrims, and the Black Bifs from the Pulpit. Burt I 
never heard of any that did, and I almoſt think that 
if the Repreſenter had known a few Inſtances of this 
Kind, ont they had come, if it had been for nothing 
but to ſupport the Credibility of his general Aecuſa- 
tion, And to go' further with him, whereas he confi 
dently fays, that tbe WHOLE Plot was received with 
that welcome and Credit, that what would have been 
queſtioned in the very Scripture, wax entertained with- 
ont any ſcruple. | will make bold to ask him , by 
whom it was entertain'd, did himſelf believe. the 
whole Plot, while he was a Proteſtant ? If hedid, un- 

doubtedly 
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doubtedly we have not loſt one: of the wiſeſt of our 
Party, It he did not, neither did any body elſe that 
ever I could hear of, though perhaps many might be- 
lieve more then was true. Burt for a more particular 
account who believed much, who little, who nothing . 
at all of Oates his Diſcoveries, and the reaſons of the 
ſeveral Opinions, he muſt excuſe me for that ; I am 
reſolved not to be drawn In. Nor haveT lately ſpo- 
ken with every Man in the Nation. And '*tis onely 
for a Repreſenter to talk of theſe matters, and: to pro- 
nounce generally without- exception, though he. does. 
it alſo without examination of ths particulars bes \ 
fore hand. | | LI dt 2 
Thus far 1 have waited upon the Repreſenter in 
examining the Reaſons, upon which he pretends that 
we uſe I know not how many Methods to Mif-repree 
ſent Papiſts, though it has been eyery ſtep out of the 
way : For if all had been true that he pretends, what 
is all this to the Defence of his 7hirty-Seven Chapters? 
What is it to his Anſwerers, who had no moreto do 
then to rid their hands of thoſe Thirty-Seven Chap- 
ters? And they have done it fo effeQtually, that the 
Repreſenter has thought good to rid his hands of them 
r00. noe 
But Ithink by this time, it may appear that he has 
all this while given us juſt cauſe to complain, that we 
are many ways Mif-repreſented by Papiſts , though 
the Repreſenter without juſt cauſe, was reſolved to 
be before hand, in the ſame Complaint againſt us. 
© For not to repeat thoſe Miſ-repreſentations, Falſe 
Conſtruftions , and Wry Interpretations of Proteſtant 
Authors, &c. which I have ſhewn him to be guilty 
of, in examining ſome of his Complaints ; it were a 
very eaſie matter to convict him of no leſs untrue _ 
pite 
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ſpiteful inſinuations againſt all Proteſtants without ex- 
' ception in this, and-in his other pieces. I ſhall at pre- 
#fent give but one Inſtance, arid that in this his laſt Re- 
-ply, where he fays, that the Proteſtant Perſwaſion has 
#ts Name, Being, and ſupport not from what it is in its 
ſelf, but from what it is not, in defying and proteſting a- 
gainſ# their Neighbours.  *Tis calle to: ſee what notion 
of Proteſtants ſuch Paſſages as theſe are intended to im- 
-" print upon the minds of Men. - ' But does the Repre- 
fenter in good earneſt, believe thar our Religion isa 
mere Negative Religion, and that we ſhould have none 
at all, it we had no Neighbours to defie, and to pro- 
teſt -againf? 2 Or does he believe that our Religion ſo 
-far as it is Negative, is ſupported by defying and pro- 
teſting againſt other Men ; does he not know that we 
at leaſt pretend to ſupport it by Reaſon, Scripture, and 
Antiquity ? Nay, does he believe that there are no 
Affirmative points of Religion which we maintain a- 
- gainſt tliem,' and'in' refpet 'of 'which they do in-reali- 
ry'proteſtagainft us, though it ſeems we have got the 
Name of Proteſtants. If he does believe thus of us, 
- much mote if knowing; the contrary, he ſays ſo how- 
' ever, Where's Truth, Charity, or Juſtice ?' If we take 
the Religion: of Proteſtants, as it ſtands in oppoſition 
- to the-Errors of the Church of Rowe, it is in many 

Points Afﬀirmative , and the Negative is on that 
Churches ſide. For inſtance, that God onely is to be 
' Worſhipped, is as Affirmative a Concluſion, as that 
God is but One, and-that Chriſtian people are bound 
to read the Scriptures is as Afﬀirmative, as that they 
are bound to ſay their Prayers, and that the Laiety 
have a Right to the Communion under both Kinds ; 
is ſurely as Affirmative, as that they have a Right to 
One only. Why then, goes the Repreſenter ſay, that 


the 
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the Proteſtant Profeſſion has its Name, Being, and Sup- 
port ; not from what it is in its ſelf, but from what jt 
esnot 2 But to let this paſs, what although the Points 
held by us in oppoſition to the Church ot Rome, were 
only Negatives; yet , why muſt we be o bitterly 
repreſented, as if our Perſwaſion were ſupported by 
nothing but pieviſhneſs and a Spirit of Cantraditian 
to our Net rs? Why muſt we be brought in as 
defying, and proteſting againſt our Neighbours? As if we. 
oppoled their Dodrines and Prattices, in deſpight to 
the Jews, and not rather blamed them for ſaying and 
doing things which we at\leaſt think are not to be jy- 
ſtified 2 There are divers things furely, which neither 
Chriſtians aor Men ought to do; And ſo far as our 
Religion ſtands in not doing ſuch things, one would 
think it is not the worſe for being Negative, nor our 
PraRtice to be hlemiſhed for having us Name from 
what it is not. And therefore when Men comein 
with their Negatives-in Religion, and their prateſta- 
tions againſt falſe perſwaſions and evil praQices, they 
are:not without more ado'to be repreſented as Defpivs 
and Proteſting againſt their Neighbours. But leaſt of 
all, ſhould yy Be inſiauated, as it our whole Religion 
in.efteft, ſtood in this Defying and Preteſting: For we 
do in the firſt place Glory in this, that we:are (Chri- 
ſtians, though we are not aſhamed to be called Proze- 
flants. Tn our Religious Aſſemblies, where we con- 
feſs our Faith before Gad and the Warld ; we:profeſs 
no other Articles of Faith, then thoſe in which the 
Church of. Reme agrees with us. By thisit is that we 
are Chriſtians, and it is thisthat makes them ſo. This 
Faith which we profeſs, and into which we were bap- 
tized, \is the Foundation of our aſſurance, that if we 
live accordivgly, we ſhall be faved, and of onr bags 

" thar 
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that thoſe among; them,., who.are diſpoſed to receive 
the.” T ruth, and: repent heattily., of all known fins, 
ſhall 'fird Mercy with God, notwithſtanding their 
Captivity to thoſe Errors, which if we ſhould profeſs, 
we. could not baye the leaſt hope for: our ſelves. In 
the mean time for our Negatives againſt that Church, + 
we offer ia qur owa' defence, that the Religion-which 
the Scriptures teach, is ſuch a Negative Religion as 
ours, they not injoyning, and in ſome. points forbig- 
om we donot do; and that the truly Primitive 
Fathers.neither profeſſed thole,DoQrings, .nor did thoſe 
things which the Church: of Rowe would have us to 
profes and todo;. ſo that their Religion was not more 
poſitive, nor k(s Negative then ours. But if it grieves 
ood Men in the Romaxs Communion , that there 
ould be amongſt Chriſtians, any Proteſtation of one 
Party againſt what is doae by another, it is a grief. al- 
fo. to: us; only with this, difference, : that we cannot 
help it, but they can. For if they will Reform the 
yu of their Communion. by the Scriptures, and 
imitive dated; they ſhall loon ſee an end of our 
proteſting, aud that our Perfwaſion is not ſupparted, 
25 this Reprefenter faith, þy defyivg, aud proteſting a- 
ainf? our Neighbokrs ; then which he could not have 
Pi a vader thing againſt us, no not if he had put us «por 
the ſame File with Infidels and Pagans; ſince this is in 
effe&t to ſay, That we have no Religion but in croſ- 
neſs to other People. | 
Bur at thisrate we have been uſed ali along, though 
we have made no complaints of it, onely they force us 
to it now, whether we will or no;.,Thuseven in their 
Catechiſms, where ane would expe. plainneſs and fin- 
cerity, wefind ourſelves Miſ-repreſented in that man- 
ner, as if there was no ſuch way of making m_ 
P aſt 
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faſt to their Church, but' by giving/thenr falſe notions 
of *ours : For at-preſent; tb narie-no- more then their 
famous Doway Catechiſm , there you ſhall find the 
Teacher giving this wiſe reaſon, Why Proteftants are /o 

Abridemene Jo divided, and" damy one another for Miſ-believers-? Be- 
of Chriſtian cauſe, forſooth, it s the ery. ground-work of Proteftancy 
_ P = that all men, even the whotle-Church of God, are-fallible 
| and ſubjeft to errowr. We ſay indeed that all:men are 
ſubje& to errour; but the very ground-work of Prote- 
Nancy is not as thisCatechiſt-pretends that theChurch of 
Rome and every other Church is ſubjeQ@ toerrour, bur 
that ſhe hath aCtually erred;' and that grievouſly too. 
And his Inference from hence is no leſs:a Mi-repreſenta- 
[ion then his principle : So that; ſays he, they cannot pre-- 
— tend to Certainty or Inifallibility in any one point of their 
Belief. ' So that becauſe he is pleaſed: to put Certainty 
and nfallibility together, he muſt needs teach his 
Scholar that we' have not ſo much asCerrainty of ld 
Faith, nay, not of one Point of it ; and which. is ſtill 
n:ore falſe, that we cannot pretend to it. No wonder 
that we find it ſo hard z matter- to - get @ little Dif 
courſe about, Religion with thoſe whom'they have had 
the breeding of, when: we fee whatan abſurd pretence 
to Religion they repreſent ours to beall at once ;' eſpe- 
cially fince they take care to let them know, that '#4 noz 
well poſſible for any two Prote#fants or Seftaries to be of 
one gps, a8 þ every man exponuding the \Scriptures as he 
liſts, and no one having power to control the others Expoſi 
tion of it. Whichif their Schollars believe, they myſt 
needs conclude that: Proteſtants muſt profeſs. as many 
Religions almoſt, as they are men and Women ; ſince 
it i not wel! poſſible for any two of them to be of one and 
the ſame Religion : And, I think, any body may ſeethat 


this is taught to diſcourage all:who are educated in this 
| Per- 
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perſwaſion of us, from hearing what we have to fay 
or our ſelves, ſince by hearkning to one or two of us 
; theyare never the nearer, but mult talk perhaps with 
- a million before they cao underſtand the Religion of 
Proteftants, 'nay, and ſhall then-be as much to ſeek tor 
it as they were at firſt. For what he ſays of every 
mans ex pounding the Scripture as he liſts, no one having 
power to tontrol the otbers Expoſition of it : [t is allo an 
untrue ſuggeſtion, if by expounding the Scripture as we 
liff, he meansarbitrary and groundleſs Expoſitions of 
Scripture. Which when the Repreſenter pleaſes, I can 
prove the Church of Rome to be more guilty of then a- 
ny Church that we know in_the World beſides : It any 
are guilty of it amongſt us, there is a power in our 
Church to control them, which has alſo been uſed"up- 
on occaſion, unleſs by power he means a Cudgel, and 
this we do not take to be Church power. Again, 


oo 


he fays that al Heretics pretend equally to the Scripture 1g, y, ,,, 


for their Novelties and Herefies, (xwhich is not true nei- 
ther) #o one of them ever yieldiyg.to another : Which is 
notoriouſly falſe ; for many of-thoſe whom he calls He- 
retics, have yielded to the reaſonings of others out of 
the Scriptures, who are alſo Heretics with him : And 
this plainly ſhews that ſome of theſe men care not 
what ye fay to diſgrace us, when they will ſo poſt- 
tively affirm a thing which 'tis impoſſible for them to 
know but it may be falſe; nay, which 'tis not we/ poſe 
/iBle for them not to know that it is falſe. 
'Tis after the ſame way that our DoQrines and Pra- 
ices are repreſented by retail; of which I ſhall give 
ou but one inſtance which I well remember, and that 
is where the Catechiſt aſſuring his Scholar that their 
Laiety receive whole Chrift under one kind : Tells him 
alſo that this s incomparably more than the pretended Re- 
| P 3 formers 
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1d. þ. 205: formers have under both, who-rective onely a bit of Bakers 
Bread, with a poor fup of contmon Vintners Wine. By 
which ſcandalous way of reprefenting our-Commmudnion 
to a Novice, he would be apt to believe that when we 
celebrate the EuchariFF, our great buſineſs is to ſend to 
the Baking-houſe for Bread, and to the Tavern for 
Wine; and fo we'fall to eating and drinking without 
ay more ado, If he would be Steeling his Novice a- 
ainſt us, he ſhould at leaſt have been fo juſt to us, as to 
- him know that we do not give the people common 
Bread and Wine, though we do not pretend to give 

them the naturalſubſlance of Chri7's Body and Blood, 
For that way of Miſrepreſenting us by charging the 
particular opinionsof ſome Proteſtants upon all : They 
have the confidence todo it,even in thoſe points where= 
in neither Proteſtants nor Papiſts are of the ſame mind 
among themſelves : And though the Doway Cate- 
chiſm reprefents us fo divided that 'tis not well poſſible 
for any two of us to be of. the fame Religion, yet when 
- again *tis 'for their 'rurn to Repreſent us otherwiſe, 
there is not an odd opinion of any Proteſtant, but forth- 
with it belongs to the Religion of all the reſt. Thus 
we have been charged for making God the Author : | 

$4; -and that for nothing but for the ſake of thoſe 

pinions held by ſome Proteſtants, which are no leſs ve- 
hemently defended by ſome Papiſts : In which kind of 
Revreſentations no man, I think, has out done the Re- 
conciler of Religions ( whoever he was) printed in the 
year 1663. They teach, ſays wt mw falſe, and un 
godly DoArines, as for example : That God is the Author 
of Sin ;. that Chrift deſpaired upon the Croſs. Which la- 
rer Opinions, this man and Fevardentius, and divers 0» 
, thers, as I well remember, faſten upon. Calvin ; and 
then talk as if it was the received Dofrine of _ 
| teſtants 
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t:ants. So fays he, fay that Chrift ſuffered the *: 14- 
pains of Hell $4 the Me and that this was his Deſcens 
tion into Hell. See Calvin here,Plal. 15. Now I think 
Calvin does ſay fo : But 'tis ſo ſmall a matter in Com- 
pariſon, to charge what one fays upon All, that I 
ſhall lay no great ſtreſs upon it. But that which fol- 
lows is admirable : Neither, ſays he, are they miſerably 
mad only, but alſo diabolically malitions ; for its of meer 
purpoſe they ſay and do thus, leſt that by clear places of 
Tradition and Scripture they ſhould be conſtrained to con- 
feſs that there is a Purgatory. Are not theſe rare 
Mcn, thus at once to charge us with what we do not 
ſay or do, and withal to pronounce concerning our 
Intentions in'ſo doing, and that in this Vile manner, 
that no honeſt Heathen ever uſed his Neighbour ſo? 1; 
Nay, if you will believe this Repreſenter, They that 
hear Seftarian Miniſters are not Believers, for they do 
hot truly believe in God the Father Almighty, no? in Je- 
ſus Chriſt his only Son. For he knows their Hearts bet- 
terthen they do themſelves : and let them be never ſo, 
confident that they do, he will prove that they do not 
believe in the Holy GhofF. And he peremptorily fays 
that they do not Believe the Communion of Saints: And 
laſtly,That »either do they believe forgiveneſs of fins. For 
whichhe brings an excellent Reaſon, Becauſe they fay 
lay, The Prieſts cannot forgive Sins: Though we do 
not ſay\ that neither, but only that they cannot fore 
give Sins Abſolutely ; which now they would per- 
wade us too, to be their own Doctrine. Thus P. 16. 
he has made us Infidels almoſt throughout the 
Creed, only at laſt he grants, that we believe the 
Reſurretion * Ly Fleſh , and the Life Everlaſting ; 
which I wonder at, becauſe it was as ecafie to invent a 
reaſon why we believe not this neither, as for all the 
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reſt. But then even in this matter, we are no better 
Believers then the Devil. For, fays he, this they be- 
lieve, and ſo do the Devils. 

No wonder therefore that he comes afterward, and 
puts us npon the ſame File with Turks and Heathens. 
As the Turks are divided and ſubdivided among them- 


ſelves, ſo are the Proteſtants. The Turks whereſoever 


they come, demoliſh Churches, deflroy Croſſes, and beat 
down and break Altars, and Images ; ſo do the Prote- 
ſtants. The Turks cawnot abide Praying to Saints ; -no 
more can.the Proteſtants. The Turks love not Beads 
nor Holy Water ; no more dA the Proteſtants, The 
Turks above all things, hate the moſt Floly Sacrifice of 
the Maſs, and ſo do the Proteſtants ; which alone is e- 
nough to fhew that in their Religion or Belief, they are 
like Turks and Heathens. Thus I think may ſerve at 
leaſt, to ſet againſt the Biſhop of XKilmor's Parallel : 
ThoughlT ought to ask the Buhaps Pardon for making 
the Compariſon. For as torhat Parallel between Pro- 
teſtauts and Turks, it is not in every particular true, 
for Proteſtants do not demoliſh 'Churches whereſoever 
they come, nor break, down Altars, nor deſtroy Croſſes, 
nor always Tmages. And as to the particulars that a- 
gree to both, how much malice ſoever there may be, _ 
[ am ſure there is little Wit in putting them and us to- 
gether upon theſe Accounts. For certainly, we are 
no more -obliged to do any ill things, becaufe the 
Turks themſelves forbear them, then we are obliged 
to forbear any uſeful or innocent Cuſtoms, merely be- 
cauſe the Papiſts uſe them. Had this Reconciler 
ſhewn our Agreement with the Turks in ſome PraQti- 
ces. that we could not but confeſs they are to blame 
for ; this indeed, had been a ſhrewd Inſtruftion to us, 
ro amend that in our ſelves, which we cannot a CON» 

emn 
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gdemn in People ſo groſly deceived as they are. * Now 
this it was, that the Biſhop of Xilmore did in that Com- 
pariſon of the Papifs Worſhipping their Tutelar Saints, 
-with the Heatheys Worſhipping their Petty Gods. The 
Papiſts do with us, juſtly condemn theſe PraQtices ot 
the Heathens. The Biſhop only defires them, being 
-thus prepared, to look at home. Bur to infer that in 
'our Religion, we are like Turks and Heathens, be- 
cauſe we ikea tliole things, which the Turks are to 
be juſtified innot doing; is a Mifrepreſentation of us, 
upon fo wry an Inference , that if there be not want 
of Wit, to excuſe it, it will be found equivalent to a 
down-right Miſ-repreſentarion, which the Genius of 
this Author, as it appears, by the particulars of this 
Book, makes me fear it is. 

And of a great many particulars which-I might note, 
there is one not to be let paſs, and that is, that he þ , 
does in very good earneft, affirm that we adore the 
Sacrament, though the Repreſenter would be thought 
to charge us with it, /ittle more then in FefF: For ſays 
the Reconciler, _ they ſay thus of us, for Worſhip- 
ping of Fmages, yet they can diſpenſe with themſelves in 
Worſhipping their Sacrament. And if this be not jeſt- * 
ing,. 'tis ſomething a great deal worſe ; for it is as no- 
torious, that we do not Worſhip the Sacrament, as it 
is that the Papiſts do. 

But togo-on with him a little farther. Their Prea- 
chers faith he, what are they forſooth ? Intruders, Thieves 
and Robbers, Hypocrites, Ravenous Wolves, and Mur- , 
derers ; Sons- of Betial, Falſe Prophers, and-Prieſts of ' oy 
Baal ; which is their Hereſy, Rebellion and Stubbornneſs 
againſt the Church. And if the Preachers be ſo, 
What muſt the Flearers be 2 Why ſure enough, they ſhall 
both fall into the Ditch of Everlaſting burning mo 

and. 
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and Fire, &c. Tnlefs they be Converted, do Penante, 
and: live in the Church. Now this way of Miſrepre- - 
ſentation by-railing at, and damning us, is as crafty a 
method , as any they have to unprint upon weak 
minds an incurable prejudice againſt our Communion. 
For when we are confidently repreſented as damnable 


. Wretches, that ſhall certainly be Damned, if we con- 
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tinue Proteſtants; eſpecially by Men, that at other 


times talk demurely, and always look gravely when 
they give us theſe good words, it cannot be expeRted, 
but that ſome or other ſhould believe there is more 
then ordinary Reaſon tor it, though they are not able 
to find it out, We may ſay what we will in our own 
Defence, let but theſe Men go on to fay ſtill that we 
are Damned, and the very noiſe and din of theſe words, 
and the like, ſhall make them deaf to all the Reaſons 
we can bring. iAnd 'therefore every degree-of this 
dealing, is to be condemned in any party, wherever 
it is found , becauſe it is a way to work upon the 
Paſſions and Imaginations of People ; and inſtead of 
diretting, it does but confound their Judgment. ' But 
I muſtneeds fay, we have ſuffered under this injuſtice 
by thoſe of the Church of Rome, beyond any exam- 
ples that I have yet ſeen. 

Of which, I will give the Repreſenter one inſtance 
ſo remarkable, that it may ſerve inſtead of a great 
many. Mr. Harding, who had to do with no teſs a 
Man than Biſhop Fewel, thonght fit'to uſe us in this 
Faſhion, as follows: Te are moved by the Inſtinit of 
Satan; the Devil hath you faſt bound, and ye are the 
Children of the Devil : Te are the limbs of Antichriſt. 


- Our Church, he calls the Synagogue of Antichriſt 


Lacifer; and we are no better with him, then P 
phane Helhhounds, Wicked Cains brood, Turkiſh Hu- 
guenots 
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guenots worſe then Tufidels ; nay, he fays that the Fiend F. 183, 
of Heſ begat Lutherans and Calviniſts; and that we 
would ſay if we durfF, that Chriff u the Abomination of s. 194, F 
Defolation, ani that Antichriſt is the true God. And F: 225: 
then I think he had reafon to ſay, That the Devil coming 
from Hell, hath carried us away. Thus in his Rejoyn- 
der he bids the FHeZ-bounds of Zuingtius and Luther's , . 
Litter, bark until their bellies break ; and calls the 173,” 2 _ : 
D_— one that is like a mad Dog ; and forall this, 11 
tells him that he wiZ ave his Vile Eloquence to himſelf, 
[ the Defender. ]J He that has a mind to fee more of 
this, may find two Pages in Folio full of it, juſt be- 
fore the Preface to the Biſhops Defence of his Apology. 
Now it is eafie to Judge what effeCts this kind of Elo- 
quence will work upor weak minds, eſpecially when 
he that uſes it, has the Face to fay as Farding did in 
the Preface to his Confutation. The manner of writing, 
which I have bere uſed, in Compariſon of the Adverſe 
ries ts ſober, ſoft, and ” 5g k in refpet of their 
heat, bitterneſs, aud railing , as many tel/ me, over-cold 
ſweet, and mild. 

I do not fay, that they never fpeak of us, but in 
this ſtrain; for T do well remember that the 4pology 
for the Papiſts which came out about Six or Seven 
Years after the Reſtoration, treats us afrer another 
manner , I mean 7s of the Church of England; for 
ther it could call us Mey, Brethren, and Fathers, and 
would fain unite them and us together againſt che Fa- 
watics: For why? then we were ſome-body, and it was 
not amiſs to curry with us: But there wasa time when 
we indeed were as no-body ; and then the Diffenters 
were worth being cerried with ; infomuch that Dr. 
Holden, who was always eſteemed by usas'a perfon of 
the beſt temper and trueſt moderation among them, 

| Q_ could 
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could not forbear ſhewing the difference he put be- 


tween them and us, even where there was no neceſſi- 
ty at all ſo to do, but the mere neceſſity of carrying - 
For to a Diſcourſe concerning Infallibility in Religion , 
Printed at Amſterdam 1652. Dr. Holden gave his ap- 
probation in theſe words _— others, That the 
Book demonſtrated the falſe Foundations of the Presbyte- 
rian Confiſtory ; of the Socinian Ratiocination ; of the In- 
dependents Private Spirit ; and of the E RRONE- 
OUS, OR RATHER NO GROUNDSOR 
PRINCIPLES OF THE LATE P A R- 
TICULAR ENGLISH P ROTESTANT 
SCHISMATICAL STNAGOGVE. But 
why are the ſeveral Diſſenters ſo ſoftly and gently 
touched ? Presbyterian Confiſtory, what harm in a Cox- 
fikory 2 or in Ratiocination * Nor is much anger ex- 
preſſed in giving the Private Spirit to the Independents. 
Why, ſurely theſe are all complemented in compariſon 
to the Church of England, which is the Particular Eng- 
liſh Proteſtant Schiſmatical Synagogne of Erroneous, or 
rather of no Grounds or Principles at all. But why this 
difference I fay 2 Why, nothing is plainer, it was then 
THE LATE Church of England : But when the 
Apology came forth, it was then the Preſent Church of 
England again. Then was Then, and Now was Now. 

Thus we are uſed by ſome of the very beſt of them. 
But to return to our Reconciler, He wiſely conſider- 
ed that we might take ſanQtuary in the B:ble againſt the 
hard words and reproaches they perſecute us with; and 
therefore to ſpoil that retreat, he will not allow that 
we have the Word of God amongſ} us; for thus he 
faith , The Proteſtants, or Seflarian Bible is defeftive , 
therefore evil, and conſequently not the Word of God; 
for beſides, what we have above ſaid, almoFF every year 
- they 
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they correft it and mend it, chop it and change it, as they 

do their Almanacks, adding thereunto what they will, and 
fubtrafling what they pleaſe. This is ſuch Mifrepre- 
ſenting, that I had rather the Repreſenter ſhould give 

the proper name to it, then do ſo my ſelf : Nay, if this 
man were to be believed, we make ſuch material alte- 
rations in the Verſion or Edition of our Bib/e every 
year, as infers a neceſſity of altering our Religion upon 

it, the Bible being the ground of our Religion; for ſays 

he, Neither do they change their Bible onely, but alſo their 
Religion and Faſhion — rounded on it. If then a 
very following years Bible be Vetter then the former, why ,.....,. 28. 
may not the next years Bible be better then this year, 

and ſo to the end of the World ? and in the mean time the 
Setarian Bible never be perfett, or better then a yearly 
Almanack ; not ſo good as an Almanack for Ever; as is 
Erra Pater, or the Shepherd's Prognoſtication, or Sea- 
man's Calendar. Why then ſhould it be more theWord 

of God then Alop's Fables, or the TurkiſhAlcoran2 One 
would think now that he had done his worſt againſt 

our Bible ; but he underſtood his trade better then ſo, 

& therefore becauſe this calumny needed it very much, 

he was reſolved to help it with a good ſhare of that 
confidence, which I obſerved before, was peculiar to 
theſe men, For as it he had been yet over cold, ſweet, 

and mild, he mends the matter by ſaying, that our 
Bible is worſe then Alop's Fables ; it is Diabolical In- 
ventions, and Heretical labors, and a Sacrilegious Inſtru- 
ment to deceive and damn all ſuch poor Souls as believe P: 4: 
it, and therefore worthy to be burnt with Fire in the mid.- 

dle of the Market at noon, and let all the people ſay Amen, 

ſo beit. This was a good hearty man I warrant him, 

and would not willingly loſe his buſineſs by doing it 

by halves. | 
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I-hould now have done with him, but. thee 1. God 
him efterwards impoſing upen bis Reader with @s 
ſhameful a Doww-right Mik-repreſeatation of us, as ever 
was invented : For ſays he of our Clergy, AH their 
Miſfſios was either the inſpiration of a Spirit they know not 
what,or the Commiſfon of s Child,er the Letters Pottents of 
a Womay, or the illicit and invalid ardination or miſſtan 
7 or by ong Seory an Apaſtate Monk, who erdeined the 

rf Biſhops at the Nagg s-liead in Oheapſide, in Queen 
Elizabeth's z5xe. Now I would defire the Repreſenter 
2 conſider with himſelf how he would have ſet us 

arth to the Warld, if we had invented the ſtory of 
Pope Faan, as they have done this. of the Nagginhead 
Qrdination ; Why, ſurely he would kavemnultered'up 
all his Figures to repreſent us gs the Jewdeſt Varlets up- 
on the face of the Earth ? But though we have recei- 
ved that ſtory from thejr awn Authors, end know what 
advantages to make of it, if we needed-them; yet we 
are very willing to hear what any learned man'ean ay 
to diſprove it, and to allow all reaſonable preſumptions 
againſt it. Of our Agdverſzries we beg none of this 
candor , and deſire no more of them then not to tell 
tales of us of their own invention, As to this Nagg's- 
head buſineſs, I ask the Repreſenter two things, one is, 
Whether himſelf believes it? the ether, Whether they 
have not commonly and boldly reported it up and 
down amongſt us? Let him ther remember how he 
declaimed againſt us for creating, in the people ſuch an 
averſion to Popery, which he did not wonder at, be» 


Reply p. 43- Caule he confidered that ten thouſand Pulpits have been 


for many years declaiming ge, them, where every- 
bo 


man has had a liberty of txpoftag-thew as he pleaſed, &e. 
Well, but what muſt we have expeQed by this time, 
if the Ten thouſand Pulpits had. been all this while at 


their 
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ur $6rvice, when they haye-not been afraid to,pub- 
liſh-luch feandalous: uatruths againſt us, even_whilſt 
they: had not . all the liperty of doing 4s they pregje, 
which he imagines we have taken :-If they take this 
treedom of telling of Tales , even here among us, 
without avy-colour. of prot, and againſt the Teſtimo- 
ny of unqueſtionable Records ; we may, I think , 
without Uncharitebleneſs gueſs that where they are 
/ under no reſtraint, they repreſent .our Doftrines, as 
— they pleaſe, and cbargg them with what Conſequence and 
Interpretations they pleaſe, and expoſe eur Profiges as 
they pleaſe, &c. mate Narratives of us as t 
pleaſe, and mate us as. guilty as they pleaſe,and bave m 
Truth and Goſpel. of, any thing againi# us as they pleaſe. 
And when I conſider thele things,l cannot wonder that 
io. ſome parts of Spain ( where the Miſrepreſcnting 
Trade hes gone rarely. forward) they are mage to.be- 
lieve that we. Zxg/th, lince we tura'd Heretics, are. 
grown'Satyrs, 80d have gotten Zeorns and Zails. 
I am now ſomething weary of this unprofitable La- 
bour,and ſhall therefore add butone thing more, which 
is, That ſome of them are wont to Repropch their Ad- 
verſaries only by their Faults, when they pretend to give 
them their whole CharzQer,and to add what they have 
any Colour for, out of their own Heads,and ſometimes 
without any Colour at all; but eſpecially when the 
manner and circumſtances of their dying are to be re-- 
lated, for here the Attention and "Paſſions of the 
Reader are commonly raiſed very-high. Of all which 
Balſee's Life of Calvin, is a memorable Ipſtance : Thus 
when he brings him to his declining Age, hetells us 
the ſeveral Diſeaſes which afflicted him for many years t0 py. vie. 
the laſt Gaſp, were a certain and expreſs Token aud Teſti- Catv. c. 22: 
mony of God's anger againſt him ; and anſwers that Ob 
| jeRion 
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jeRion againſt it, from the Calamities that befel Fob, 
by the deliverance God ſent him at laſt : Which kind 
of reaſoning gives every man to the Devil that dyes 
of painful and tormenting Diſeaſes. - But not content 
to argue from thoſe Diſeaſes by which Beza faid that 
he ended his Life, viz. Conſumption, Cholic, Stone, 
6c. incident all of them to Old Age, and eſpecially 
to Men of a' Sedentary Life : Bolſec adds one out of 
his own Brain, With which, 'as he ſays, God's open Enc- 
mies by his juſt Judgment have been puniſhed, viz. That 
het had a- moF? filthy _— Its about his lower 
phrts, *which were corroded- by Vermin. Thus, ſays he, 
Fomorius the Second King of the Yandals, Dyed, af- 
ter he'had perſecuted the Orthodox Church eight years ; 
thus Maximianus, the moſt cruel Enemy of the Chriſti- 
ans; and thus Antiochus ; and thus Herod, who ©ſur- 
ped the Flonour of God ; thus many more Hypocrites and 
Enemies 'of God periſhed, who under pretence and colour 
of Santtity and Zeal, had fought againit the Truth, and 
after a miſerable death in this World,» have been thrown 
headlong into the Everlaſting Torments of Fell. And in 
this manner, as heſays, was Calvin marked out ; nay, 
he affirms it' to be moFf# true, that the Wretch not Bei 
able to bear his horrible Tortures, called upon the Devil, 
and expir d with Oaths, Curſes, and Blaſphemies. Well, 
but one would expe& now a very notable proof .of 
ſo wonderful a matter as this was, andof all the reft 
that he ſays upon this occaſion : Why, ſays Bolſec, they 
have given Teſtimony to this, who'were about him in his 
Sickneſs ro the laft: And therefore let Beza and others 
deny it as they pleaſe, the thing is ſufficiently plain. 
Was ever malitious Story ſupported by more teeble 
Teſtimony then this 2 It ſeems we muſt take Bolſec's 
word, that Calvin's Friends and Servants reported theſe 
| things : 
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.things: . But can any manbe fo filly as to think that 
if Boſſec had come to the knowledge of this by any 
certain or probable. means of Intelligence, that the,, I 
fay, would have ſuffered us to go without it ? But then 
if he had pretended particular Proofs, he had laid him- 
ſelf open to be particularly baffled : for which reaſon 
the ſafeſt way, was to ay in general, The Servants 
faid ſo, and the thing is plain, and there'san end. 
Thus alſo Cochles repreſents Lather's Death , viz. 
Tifat he went to Bed merry and drunk, and was 
next morning found dead in his Bed ; his Body being 
black, and his Tongue lolling out, 'as if he had been 
ſtrangled, which ſome think was done by the Devil, 
ſome by his Wife; and asthey carried him to theChurch 
to bury him, his Body ſtank fo that they were con- 
ſtrained to throw it into a Ditch, and fo they depart- 
ed. Which is a very pleaſant ſtory, but that another 
tells it ſo croſly, that 'tis impoſſible but one of them 
muſt be guilty of Leeſing. The truth is, they were 
ſo impatient, that theſe kind of Tales were told and 
ſent up and down before the Man himſelf was dead, as 
I ſhall further acquaint the Repreſenter when he defires 
it 


In the mean time I forbear, as he fays, and wiſh 
there may be no occaſion given, to carry on the Con- 
troverſy in this manner. This very little that I have 
faid of a = deal more that remains, being deſigned 
only to ſhew them what may be done, if they think 
fit to leave the Queſtion, and to fall upon us for Mif- 
repreſenting them, inſtead of maintaining their Do- 
QArines like Scholars and Diſputants. | | 

There remains now but one thing more to be con- 
ſidered, and that is, What Reaſon the Repreſenter 
had to tax the Author of the Expoſition of - Do- 

rine, 
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Arine, with wiſhing for Moderation in the- detpeft-Styr, 
condemning ſe Crvility in others, ne 
ex exjuras. Reflettions of his own, and a great deat more 
to this purpoſe ; which according'to the moſt impar- 
tial Judgment that I can make, is all ſaid wirkont 
Cauſe given. And the declamation of the Repreſen- 
terhere upon, ſhews only that if*he hat lighted upon 
a fit Snbje(t, the man does not -want words to fer it 
out-to the Life. 'But what has that Author done? He 
charges them with their Art of Palliating, with want 
of Fairnefi and Croility, with laying afide Moderation, 
and falling intoa vein f. rohtuefs ont's turrility, ' forget- 
'ting that 'Religion the Subjett, and Chriſtians and Scho- 
tars their Antagenifts, 6c. Theſe things I confefs he 
hys to their charge + But where's'the Saryr > Where 
are the T—_ Expreſions? The Pen feed in 
-Ga#, and the '©/ncharitable Expoſing, for which he 
feems, tothe R nter, bat Ks a ſerious Drol!> 
"is true enough, that to. accufe men of -Palliariag 


theit Religion , of want of Fairnefi , of falling into 


Lightweſs, of trivial Feftimgs, and accommodating their 


-wrttings to the Genius of Scepticks, who droert them- 


ſelves at the expence of all Religion. This I do acknow- 
kedge to .51> ap and'as che Perfons may be up- 
, Exaſperating, Dut then the Saryr 
and the Sharpneſs lyes not here in the Manner of fay- 
ing, bat in the 7rath of what is ſaid: And ho 
Jetking the pln Truth of them in Expretons 
ing t in' Truth of them-1n ons fo 
foft ne inofleſive as if he had taken time to choafe 
the gentleſt : If they do-not now repreſent _ 


rRe- 
on with that Sincerity which one would expe& 
po Chriſtians , T know a great many ſharper wards, 


whereby one might juſtly expres that ' Faufr, but 


c ſcarce 


ſcarce one that has leſs keenneſs, then that they Pad- 
liates If they bring in a Zealow Brother Ridicw- 
ling our Church, mfſtead of Defending their awn; 
could any thing be more cool, then to complain of 
want of Fairneſs and Civility, then to reſent their Falt- 
ing into a Vein of Lightnefs and Scurrility ; and to put 
them in mind that Keligion 3 the Swbjett, and Chriſti 
ans and Scholars their Antagoniſts. It this be turned in- 
to matter of Accuſation too, we have an ul time of it, 
who muſt have to do with men that can well enough 
endure to do all theſe things, but cannot endure to hear 
of it again, though in the mildeſt way of Repreſenting 
it: Had that Author, whoſe Books the; Repreſenter 
may be aſhamed to acknowledge that he has read; 
had he, I fay, written in the Repreſenter's ſtrain, bad 
he faid any thing like making the King's Capital City 
a Proteſtant Sodow, and the Fires of Soxthwerk and the 
Temple, our Evangelical Proofs againſt the Papiſts; and 
the Preachers Theme the alarumrto keep the drowfie Flook 
from nodding ; had he ſet the Repreſenter any example 
oF. fach unhandſome ſevities as theſe are; and which, 
to fay no more, .are hardly tolerable upon the ſtage, 
the? indeed the juſtice of his charge would not have 
born him out in his management of it: But when that 
excellent man had charged them with no mote then 
what he has terribly proved, and that is Pallzating, or 
with no more then what is flagrant in their laſt pieces, 
viz. Want of yoirneþ and Civility, &c. in a word, with 
no more then - what is true; and this without vituler- 
cy of ſo much as levity of expreſſion, (for whith:T 
leave the World to judge by thoſe very phraſes which 
theRepreſenter has picked out of his laſt Book) and yet 
for this, his Pe» muſt be faid to be ſreped in Gall; and 
his AntagorIts expoſed wider the moFt adious- charatter 
R 
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imaginable. | might well make more, but I cannot 
make leſs of it, then that ſome men are very much-ox- 
aſperated by being ſhewn to themſelves. 

And now, it had a mind to take/ every occaſion, 
he has given no ſmall one by. brioging in that Parable 


' in 'the Scripture, Of{the Trees chuſtng a King ; to il{u- 


ſtrate his: own. ſer:ouſneſs in the. Drollizng Sermon he 
-compoſed for the zealous Brother : But [forbear at 
prefent, becauſe he pretends toforbearante too. 

For the advice that he has given the forementioned 
'Author,' do acknowledge that it wepE very good, but 
that it wants pertinence and occafiog; and for that rea» 
ſon looks 'more like an unjuſt Accuſation,-thena chart 
table Admonition. Bat if he thinks good counſel is al- 
ways to be received with thanks; I fay to him what 
he fays to our Expoſitor, Let him turn to ſuch of his own 
* Communion who have given bad examples in the buſineſs 
of Mif-repreſenting. And let him too that gives good 


-advice take it:alſo; which though 1t be not ſo eaſie, it 


_ will yer be better for him: But above all things, Lee 


him endeavoar that their Arguments and Methods for the 


defeating of Proteſtants, be not ſuch as any Few may take 


to ſtrike at Chriſtianity, and every Athieft to make a ſhaw 
—_— Which advice is __— that'tis pity it 
ſhould be loſt upon thoſe that need it.not ; and there- 
fore I defire-him-to recommend it to the Author of the 
Parallel between the Dof&trine of the 7rinity and the 
Do&trine of Tranſub/tantiation. Let the Repreſenter do 
-his duty well upon this occaſion; and I can hereafter 
'teH:himof- others wherein his intereſt will prevail more 
then mine. 

But becauſe the Repreſenter is ſincerely of our _ 
ſitor's mind, That this way of handling Controverfies, doth 


ather exaſperate then heal our Divifions. Iwill tell him 
an 
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an effeftual way to prevent it, Let them Repreſent 
'their Religion like"men that are not afraid to let the 
people. know the bottom of it ; and when they offer to 
defend their DoQrines, let them not pretend to go on 
with their firſt undertaking, when they leave it, and 
fall into InveQtives againſt their Adverfaries : for if 
they would honeſtly confeſs that their buſineſs is to 
make us look as odiouſly as they can, they ſhould, for 
| me, go on in this way till they are weary, without any 
recrimination. If th& Repreſenter deſires: alſo that 
, theſe Controverſies may have an end, let him per- | 
ſwade his Friends not to produce teſtimonies out of the | 
Fathets for Popery, without taking notice of the An- | 
ſwers that have been ſo often made to them : Which ad- 

vice, if it had been given and taken, we had not ſeen the 

Conſenſus Veterum, and the Nubes Teſtium, Let them 

not furniſh out Books with Arguments that have been 

often offered, and as often anſwered ; but take the Con- 

troverſie where it was left by their Predeceſſors and 

ours, and then go on with it if they can; which had 

been very good advice to Mr. Clenche. Let them not 

in all over again, to ſpin out the time, and to make 

our Diſputes endleſs : Let ther write and do like men 

that hope to gain upon the World by Reafon and Ar- 

ument. As for our parts we ſhall be careful to follow 

is laſt Advice, and to prove our ſelves true Membersof 

the Church of England, not onely by maintaining the 

D Truth which She hath taught us, but by pradiiſing 

thoſe Principles and that Loyalty which we Preach; that 

as we are ſenſible to whom we owe the Liberty we en- 

Joy, ſo we may approve our ſelves not altogether un- 

worthy of it, but be always able to give ſonie good ac- 

| count of our ſelves, with reſpe@ to theſe Controverſies, 
| both toGod and the Xing. .tY, 
THE END. On, 


———- 
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